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EXHIBIT A 
SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN HOLT- EXHIBIT A 517 
Cl\1!E8F LIVE - U.S. Court Page 1 of3 
Doc. 
No. 
1 Filed & 
Entered: 
2 Filed & 
Entered: 
1 Filed & 
Entered: 
1: Filed & 
Entered: 
2 Filed & 
Entered: 
Q Filed & 
Entered: 
1 Filed & 
Entered: 
~ Filed & 
Entered: 
2 Filed & 
Entered: 
Filed & 
Entered: 
ll Filed & 
Entered: 
12 Filed & 
Entered: 
u Filed & 
Entered: 
14 Filed & 
Entered: 
12 Filed & 
Entered: 
lQ Filed & 
Entered: 
11 Filed & 
Entered: 
08-41159-JDP Joshua Michael Jarvis and Rebecca Jarvis 
Case type: bk Chapter: 13 Asset: Yes Vol: v Judge: Jim D Pappas 
Date filed: 11/19/2008 Date of last filing: 03/25/2009 
Debtor dismissed: 02/05/2009 Joint debtor dismissed: 02/05/2009 
Date terminated: 03/23/2009 
History 
Dates Description 
11/19/2008 ~Voluntary Petition (Chapter 13) 
11/19/2008 () Automatic docket of credit card 
11/19/2008 ~Meeting (AutoAssign Chapter 13) 
11119/2008 ~ Social Security Statement - SEALED Document 
11/19/2008 ~ Disclosure of Compensation of Attorney 
11119/2008 ~ Chapter 13 Statement of Current Monthly Income and Calculation of Commitment Period and Disposable Income (Form B22C) 
11/19/2008 ~ Statement of Domestic Support Obligations 
11/19/2008 ~ Supplement 
11119/2008 ~ Chapter 13 Plan 
11/20/2008 (# Description not available 
11/20/2008 ~Notice Appointing Trustee 
11/20/2008 \';) Order to Pay Trustee 
11/22/2008 ~ BNC Certificate of Mailing - Meeting of Creditors 
11/22/2008 <) BNC Certificate of Mailing- Deficiency Notice 
11/22/2008 ~ BNC Certificate of Mailing- Notice of Appointment of Trustee 
11/22/2008 <) BNC Certificate of Mailing- Ch.13 Income Tax Turnover Order 
11/22/2008 ~ BNC Certificate of Mailing - Order to Debtor Directing Payment to Trustee 
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ll. Filed & 11/22/2008 'I BNC Certificate of Mailing - Ch.13 Plan Entered: 
19 Filed & 11124/2008 'I Amended Schedule[ s] Entered: 
20 Filed & 11/24/2008 'I Automatic docket of credit card Entered: 
21 Filed & 11/24/2008 'I Certificate of Service Entered: 
22 Filed & 11/26/2008 Q Notice of Appearance Entered: 
23 Filed & 12/01/2008 Q Certificate of Credit Counseling Entered: 
-- Filed & 12/02/2008 <3 Repeat Filer Entered: 
24 Filed & 12/02/2008 c.l Employee Income Records (SEALED) Entered: 
25 Filed & 12/08/2008 <3 Creditor Request for Notice Entered: 
26 Filed & 12/31/2008 <3 Amended Schedule[s] Entered: 
27 Filed & 12/31/2008 () Automatic docket of credit card Entered: 
28 Filed & 12/31/2008 ~ Certificate of Service Entered: 
29 Filed & 01/08/2009 ~Objection to Confirmation of the Plan Entered: 
30 Filed & 01/08/2009 ()Notice of Appearance Entered: 
11 Filed & 01/08/2009 'I Objection to Confirmation ofthe Plan Entered: 
32 Filed & 01109/2009 () Motion for Relief from Stay Entered: 
Terminated: 02105!2009 
33 Filed & 01/09/2009 'I Automatic docket of credit card Entered: 
34 Filed & 01/13/2009 () 341(a) Meeting Minutes- Debtor Present Entered: 
35 Filed & 01/14/2009 'I Notice of Appearance Entered: 
35 Filed & 01/14/2009 ()Creditor Request for Notice Entered: 
36 Filed & 01/14/2009 ()Objection to Confirmation of the Plan Entered: 
https://ecf.idb.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin!HistDocQry.pl?80273796553981 0-1 10 
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37 Filed & 01/14/2009 <:) Exhibit Entered: 
38 Fil.:d & 01/14/2009 ~Objection to Confirmation ofthe Plan Entered: 
39 Filed & 01/29/2009 Q Motion for Examination Entered: 
Terminated: 03/23/2009 
40 Filed & 01129/2009 Q Notice of Motion Entered: 
41 Filed & 02/03/2009 Q Motion to Dismiss Entered: 
Terminated: 02/05/2009 
42 Filed & 02/05/2009 Q Order on Motion For Relief From Stay Entered: 
43 Filed & 02/05/2009 Q Order on Motion to Dismiss Entered: 
44 Filed & 02/07/2009 ~ BNC Certificate of Mailing - Order Dismissing Case Entered: 
45 Filed & 02/07/2009 ~ BNC Certificate of Mailing - Order on Motion for Relief from Stay Entered: 
46 Filed & 03/18/2009 ~Creditor Request for Notices Entered: 
47 Filed & 03/22/2009 (;.) Chapter 13 Trustee's Final Report and Account Entered: 
48 Filed & 03/23/2009 Q Order Discharging Trustee and Closing Dismissed Estate Entered: 
49 Filed & 03/25/2009 (;.) BNC Certificate of Mailing - Order Discharging Trustee and Closing Entered: Dismissed Estate 
I PACER Service Center I 
I Transaction Receipt I 
I 11117/2010 10:03:10 I 
/PACER 
_Login: llsb2108 !/client Code: I 
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EXHIBITB 
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Thomson Law Offices, Chartered 
DALE P. THOMSON 
HBATHBR HENDERSON 
- ci£ Counsel: 
PHILIP A. PACKER* 
•AJso admitted in Utah 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
AITORNEYS AT LAW 
115 EAsT MAIN STREET 
P. O.Box609 
RnxBURO,lD -83440 
November 26, 2008 
NOTICE OF CLAIM ' . 
TO: Stewart Title Guaranty Company 
Claims DepartJi:tent 
P. 0. Box 2029 
Houston, TX 77252"2029 
< • ...... •: 
CC: Amerititle' 
P.O. Box 51690 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405-1690 
-Telephone: (:W8) 356-9000 
Facsimile: (:408) 356-9336 
e-mail: thonuon@nstep.net 
e-mall1 1eathod,@nslep.net 
Received at 
STG HOU~TX 
DEC 0 4 2008 . _ 
-e-. ' . .;.~:,.~ Assigned To~- ~- · :·_:' : 
You are hereby 11otified that a "claim is made for and in behalf of the following: 
Insured: 
Policy Number: 
Date of Policy: · 
· Amount of Insurance: 
Office File Number: 
Name of Grantor: 
To Whom it may concern: 
Snake River Funding, Inc. 
~-9302-000902792 
~arch 18,2008-2:34 P.~. 
$268,000.00 
10-44797 
Josh M. Jarvis 
·:In reliance upon,the·above policyt my client lent to the Grantor/ownelicontractdr· (Josh M. Jarvis) .. 
a certain amount of money secured by real estate. Your company provided the insurance on said 
-transaction. 
Jarvis ~pparently represented to Amerititle that he owned the property as a married man dealing with 
his sole and separate property.' My client had no idea as to the exact ownership of the premises .. The 
Warranty Deed he received showed that Jarvis took title as a married man dealing with his sole and 
separate property. The Jarvis subsequently signed a Deed of Trust, representing that he owned the 
premises as his sole and separate property. 
Based upon the representations of Jarvis and the title insurance, my client advanced funds for the 
construction of a building. The building came short of being completed and so negotiations 
commenced between my client, the Jarvis and a third party (New Phase Investments), to advance 
additional funds to complete the project to get it sold in an expeditious manner. 
NOTICE OF CLAIM 
7303 Avery\Notie<>ofCialm Page -1-
52 
Notice of Claim 
11/26/2008 
page2 
During the process of negotiations, the attorney for New Phase (Winston Beard), ·in conjunction with 
the Jarvis, provid_ed an affidavit, signed by Mrs. Jarvis, indicating that the property was not his sole. 
and separate property. The essence of which is that Beard believes that New Phase .is .now in a .1st : 
position and that our position has been compromised. Negotiations ceased at that point. 
To assist you with your analysis, I have included the following: 
1. Warranty Deed from Bob Mills and Kaye Mills, husband and wife, to Josh M. Jarvis, 
a married man dealing with his sole and separate property. 
2. Closing instructions from my client to Amerititle Order No. 10-44797. 
3. Deed of Trust ft Short Fonn (2). 
4. Promissory Notes (2). 
5. Deed of Trust with Snake River Funding with Amedtitle as Trustee 
6. Promissory Note from Jarvis to Snake River Funding. 
7. Copy of the title insurance policy. 
8. Assignment ofNote & Deed of Trust 
9. Corporate Warranty 
10. E-mail from Beard with the above referenced Deed of Trust and Promissory Note 
11. E-mail from me to Mr. Beard 
12. Affidavit of Rebecca Chiappini-Jarvis 
Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 
Sincerely, 
Dale P. Thomson> Esq. 
NOTICE OF CLAIM 
7303 Avecy\Notke of Claim Page-2-
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Holden Kidwell 
Hahn ~?z Crapo P.L.L.c. 
LAW OFFICES 
1000 Rivcrwalk Dril·e, Suite 200 
PO Box 50130 
ldaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Tel: (zosJ 52.l-OG2o 
fa_.: (208) 523-9518 
www.hold~nlegai.~;om 
E-l\IAlL chomcr@holdenlegal.com 
Jolm Holt 
Stewart Title Guaranty Company 
923 S Bridge Way Place# 140 
Eagle ID 83616 
February 12, 2009 
Re: STGC ITS# S023-0100758-08 
Dear Mr. Holt: 
STGC INSURED: Snake River Funding, Inc. 
Policy No: M-9302-000902792 
.-
RECEIVED 
FEB 1 7 2008 
STG .. Boise 
The following is a status rep01i on the above matter. You will note that I am providing a 
copy of this letter to attorney Dale Thomson as additional counsel for Snake River Funding, Inc. 
and D.A.F.C.O. LLC. You have indicated that we should also provide copies of reports on this 
file to Derek Matthews. Please have your office provide to me contact information on Derek 
Matthews so that I may also copy him with information on tllis file. 
As you are aware, we have been retained to represent Snake River Fm1ding, Inc. and 
presumably its assignee, D.A.F.C.O. LLC, in regard to the Promissory Note received by Snake 
River Funding from Josh M. Jarvis and the Deed of Trust securing such Note. We have also 
been retained to resolve issues pe1iaining to enforceability of the Deed of Trust securing the Note 
received from Josh Jarvis by Snake River Funding, b1C. because the Deed of Trust V•iaS not 
executed by Mrs. Jarvis. At the time the file was referred to our office a Chapter 13 Bankruptcy 
action was pending for t-.1r. Jarvis. We filed an objection to confirmation of the Jarvis Chapter 
13 Plan because the Plan, among other things, did not adequately address payment of the Snake 
River Funding- D.A.F.C.O. Note. Enclosed for your information is a copy of the Objection to 
Confirmation of Plan we filed with the Bankruptcy Co mi. 
A confirmation hearing for the Jarvis Bankruptcy Plan was originally scheduled for 
February 11, 2009. Shmily before the scheduled confirmation hearing, Mr. Jarvis caused his 
bankruptcy action to be dismissed. Enclosed for your information is a copy of the Dismissal 
Order issued by the Bankruptcy Court dismissing the Jarvis bankruptcy. 
Now that the Jarvis bankruptcy has been dismissed, we need to file the appropriate 
judicial foreclosure action on the Jarvis Note and Deed of Trust in order to resolve priority issues 
involved in the various trust deeds encumbering the Jarvis property. I have asked Dale Thomson 
Established in 1896. 
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John Holt 
Stewart Title Guaranty Company 
February 12, 2009 
Page 2 of2 
to provide to me current payoff information on the Jarvis Note for usage in connection with the 
judicial foreclosure action. I have also asked Rich Hajek as the local manager for AmeriTitle to 
provide to me the necessary litigation guarantee. As soon as I receive such information I will file 
the judicial foreclosure action. In the meantime, I am attempting to contact attorney Winston 
Beard 1vho represents the parties holding the competing trust deeds to discuss \Vhether or not 
there is any possibility of resolving this dispute without the necessity of the judicial foreclosure. 
As soon as the foreclosure complaint is prepared I will provide a copy of the same to you. 
In the meantime, if you or Dale Thomson have questions or comments pertaining to this matter, 
please contact me at your convenience. 
Enclosure 
cc: Dale Thomson (Encl) 
G .I WPDA T A \CAR\ 15394\200902 J Llobn HoltS!cwart Titleltr. wpd \ 
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CMIECF LIVE- U.S. Bankruptcy Court 
Doc. 
No. 
l Filed & 
Entered: 
2 Filed & 
Entered: 
1 Filed & 
Entered: 
4 Filed & 
Entered: 
~ Filed & 
Entered: 
!2 Filed & 
Entered: 
1 Filed & 
Entered: 
~ Filed & 
Entered: 
2 Filed & 
Entered: 
-- Filed & 
Entered: 
-- Filed & 
Entered: 
10 Filed & 
Entered: 
09-40204-JDP Joshua Michael Jarvis 
Case type: bk Chapter: 7 Asset: Yes Vol: v Judge: Jim D Pappas 
Date filed: 02/23/2009 Date of last filing: 11/14/2010 
History 
Dates Description 
02/23/2009 Q Voluntary Petition (Chapter 7) 
02/23/2009 Q Automatic docket of credit card 
02/23/2009 Q Meeting (Chapter 7) 
02/23/2009 Q Social Security Statement - SEALED Document 
02/23/2009 Q Disclosure of Compensation of Attorney 
02/23/2009 Q Chapter 7 Means Test (Form B22A) 
02/23/2009 Q Statement of Domestic Support Obligations 
02/23/2009 Q Certificate of Credit Counseling 
02/23/2009 Q Employee Income Records (SEALED) 
02/24/2009 Q Financial Management Certificate due 
02/24/2009 Q Repeat Filer 
02/24/2009 ~ Description not available 
Page 1 of6 
11 Filed: 02/26/2009 Q BNC Certificate ofMailing- Ch.7 Income Tax Turnover Order 
Entered: 02/27/2009 
12 Filed & 02/27/2009 ~ BNC Certificate of Mailing - Meeting of Creditors Entered: 
u Filed & 03118/2009 Q Creditor Request for Notices Entered: 
14 Filed & 03/30/2009 ~Amended Schedule[s] Entered: 
15 Filed & 03/30/2009 Q Automatic docket of credit card Entered: 
1!2 Filed & 03/30/2009 Q Certificate of Service Entered: 
https://ecf.idb.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/HistDocQry.pl?853367693469434-L 0-1 11/17~@1J(Q:) 
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lZ Filed & 04/03/2009 ~ 34l(a) Meeting of Creditors- Meeting Continued Entered: 
1·8 Filed & 04/13/2009 ~ Amended Schedule[ s] Entered: 
12 Filed & 04/14/2009 Q Letter Entered: 
20 Filed & 04/20/2009 Q 341(a) Meeting Minutes- Debtor Present Entered: 
21 Filed & 04/28/2009 ~ Application to Employ Entered: 
22 Filed & 05/05/2009 (;) Creditor Request for Notice Entered: 
23 Filed & 05/06/2009 (;) Motion for Relief from Stay Entered: 
Terminated: 07/24/2009 
24 Filed & 05/07/2009 Q Automatic docket of credit card Entered: 
25 Filed & 05/07/2009 (;) Objection to Homestead Exemption Entered: 
Terminated: 11/24/2009 
26 Filed & 05/07/2009 ~ Certificate of Service Entered: 
27 Filed & 05/15/2009 I;) Complaint Entered: 
28 Filed & 05/19/2009 ~Notice of Requirement to Complete Course in Financial Management Entered: 
29 Filed & 05/19/2009 ~ Trustee's Notice of Assets & Notice to Creditors Entered: 
30 Filed & 05/20/2009 (;) Statement ofNo Objection Entered: 
ll Filed & 05/21/2009 (;)Amended Schedule[s] Entered: 
32 Filed & 05/21/2009 (;) Automatic docket of credit card Entered: 
33 Filed & 05/21/2009 Q Certificate of Service Entered: 
34 Filed & 05/21/2009 Q Application to Employ Entered: 
Terminated: 06/12/2009 
35 Filed & 05/21/2009 (;) Motion for Examination Entered: 
36 Filed & 05/21/2009 ~ BNC Certificate of Mailing- Notice of Requirement to Complete Course Entered: in Financial Management 
37 Filed & Q Objection to Motion for Relief from Stay and Notice ofHearing 
52! 
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Entered: 05/22/2009 
Terminated: 07/23/2009 
38 Filed & 05/23/2009 Q Notice of Appearance Entered: 
39 Filed & 0512312009 Q Objection Entered: 
Terminated: 07/23/2009 
40 Filed & 05/23/2009 Q BNC Certificate of Mailing -Notice of Assets Entered: 
41 Filed & 05/26/2009 Q Notice of Hearing Entered: 
42 Filed & 05/28/2009 C) Reaffirmation Agreement Entered: 
43 Filed & 05/29/2009 3 Complaint Entered: 
44 Filed & 05/29/2009 Q Motion to Extend Time Entered: 
Terminated: 06/29/2009 
45 Filed & 05/29/2009 Q Notice of Hearing Entered: 
46 Filed & 06/02/2009 Q Minute Entry - Hearing Continued Entered: 
47 Filed & 06/05/2009 3 Statement ofNo Objection Entered: 
48 Filed & 06/05/2009 3 Motion for Examination Entered: 
Terminated: 06/29/2009 
49 Filed & 06/05/2009 Q Notice ofHearing Entered: 
50 Filed & 06/12/2009 3 Statement ofNo Objection Entered: 
ll Filed & 06/12/2009 ~ Order on Application to Employ Entered: 
52 Filed & 06/16/2009 ~ Application to Employ Entered: 
Terminated: 07/1112009 
53 Filed & 06/17/2009 ~ Status Request Entered: 
54 Filed & 06/19/2009 3 Request Entered: 
55 Filed & 06/24/2009 ~ Hearing Held (Other) Entered: 
56 Filed: 06/29/2009 Q Order on Motion to Extend Time 
Entered: 06/30/2009 
530 
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57 Filed: 06/29/2009 Q Order on Motion for Examination 
Entered: 06/30/2009 
58 Filed & 06/30/2009 Q Court's Certificate of Service Entered: 
59 Filed & 07/02/2009 Q BNC Certificate of Mailing - Order on Motion for 2004 Examination Entered: 
60 Filed & 07/07/2009 Q Statement ofNo Objection Entered: 
hl Filed: 07/11/2009 Q Order on Application to Employ 
Entered: 07113/2009 
62 Filed & 07/20/2009 Q Withdrawal Entered: 
63 Filed & 07/20/2009 Q Status Request Entered: 
64 Filed & 07/20/2009 Q Court's Certificate of Service Entered: 
65 Filed & 07/22/2009 Q Withdrawal Entered: 
66 Filed & 07/24/2009 ~Order on Motion For Relief From Stay Entered: 
67 Filed & 07/26/2009 Q BNC Certificate of Mailing- Order on Motion for Relief from Stay Entered: 
68 Filed & 07/28/2009 Q Amended Schedule[ s] Entered: 
69 Filed & 07/28/2009 Q Automatic docket of credit card Entered: 
70 Filed & 07/29/2009 Q Certificate of Service Entered: 
11 Filed & 08/06/2009 Q Motion for Relief from Stay Entered: 
Terminated: 08/27/2009 
72 Filed & 08/06/2009 Q Automatic docket of credit card Entered: 
73 Filed & 08/07/2009 Q Status Request Entered: 
74 Filed & 08/07/2009 Q Court's Certificate of Service Entered: 
75 Filed & 08/12/2009 Q Notice of Sale Entered: 
76 Filed & 08/12/2009 Q Judgment Entered: 
77 Filed & 08/14/2009 () BNC Certificate of Mailing - Judgment Order Entered: 
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78 Filed & 08/15/2009 \;) BNC Certificate ofMailing- Notice of Sale Entered: 
~- Filed & 08/24/2009 \;) Returned Mail Entered.· 
-- Filed & 08/26/2009 \;) Disposition of Adversary Entered: 
-- Filed & 08/26/2009 \;) Close Adversary Case Entered: 
79 Filed: 08/27/2009 \;) Order on Motion For Relief From Stay 
Entered: 08/28/2009 
80 Filed & 08/30/2009 \;) BNC Certificate of Mailing - Order on Motion for Relief from Stay Entered: 
~ Filed & 10/23/2009 C) Trustee's Report of Sale Entered: 
82 Filed & 10/23/2009 Q Application for Compensation Entered: 
83 Filed & 10/23/2009 Q Application for Compensation Entered: 
Terminated: 12/09/2009 
84 Filed & 10/27/2009 Q Motion Requesting an Order Authorizing Sale Entered: 
Terminated: 10/28/2009 
85 Filed & 10/27/2009 Q Affidavit Entered: 
86 Filed & 10/27/2009 Q US Trustee's Response to Application for Compensation Entered: 
87 Filed & 10/28/2009 \;) Order on Sale Entered: 
88 Filed & 10/28/2009 Q Notice of Hearing Entered: 
89 Filed & 10/28/2009 Q Certificate of Service Entered: 
90 Filed & 10/30/2009 Q BNC Certificate of Mailing- Order on Sale Entered: 
91 Filed & 11/19/2009 c..J Withdrawal Entered: 
92 Filed & 12/08/2009 Q Hearing Held (Other) Entered: 
93 Filed & 12/09/2009 Q Order on Application for Compensation Entered: 
94 Filed & 12/11/2009 \;) BNC Certificate of Mailing- Order on Application for Compensation Entered: 
95 Filed & 01112/2010 Q Application to Employ Entered: 
53 
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Terminated: 02/08/2010 
96 Filed & 02/05/2010 (;)Statement ofNo Objection Entered: 
97 Filed & 02/08/2010 () Order on Application to Employ Entered: 
--
Filed & 02/18/2010 (;) Disposition of Adversary Entered: 
-- Filed & 02/18/2010 () Close Adversary Case Entered: 
98 Filed & 04/26/2010 (;)Notice of Appearance Entered: 
99 Filed & 08/25/2010 (;) Complaint Entered: 
100 Filed & 11/11/2010 () Notice of Sale Entered: 
101 Filed & 11114/2010 (;) BNC Certificate of Mailing - Notice of Sale Entered: 
I PACER Service Center I 
I Transaction Receipt I 
11/17/2010 10:00:49 I 
PACER jlsb2 Client Code: Login: 
I Search 09-40204-JDP Description: 1 History /Doc urn ents Criteria: Type: History 
IBiiiable 
1!3 !!cost: //o.24 I Pages: 
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Holden Kidwell 
Hahn & Crapo P.L.L.c. 1000 Riverwalk Drive, Suite 200 PO Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
LAW OFFICES 
RECeiVED 
MAY 1 4 2009 
STG .. Boise 
Td: (208) 523-0620 
Fox: (208) 523-9518 
WW\v.hold.en1egal.com 
E-MAIL chomer@holdcnlegal.com 
John Holt 
Stewmt Title Guaranty Company 
923 S. Bridge Way Place #140 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
May 7, 2009 
Re: STGC ITS# S023-0100758-08 
Dear Mr. Holt: 
STGC INSURED: Snake River Funding, Inc. 
Policy No: M-9302-000902792 
The following is a status rep01t on the above matter. As you are aware from my last 
correspondence, the Jarvis Chapter 13 Bankruptcy was dismissed. However, on February 23, 
2009, Joshua Jarvis filed for bankruptcy under Chapter 7. The new schedules under the Chapter 
7 filing agaill claim the property securing the Promissory Note now held by D.A.F.C.O., LLC, as 
a homestead exemption. In response to the new Chapter 7 filing, we filed a Motion to Lift Stay 
on May 6, 2009, due to the fact that there is no equity in the prope1ty. Additionally, we filed an 
objection to the claim ofhomestead exemption on May 7, 2009. For your information, we have 
enclosed a copy of both the Motion to Lift Stay and the Objection to Homestead Objection we 
filed in this matter. If you have any questions or comments, please contact at your convenience. 
Very Truly Yours, 
~/2.~ 
Charles A. Homer 
G:\WPDATA\CAH\l5394\20090225John Holt.Stewart Title.ltr. wpd 
h,stablished in 1896 535 
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Charles A. Homer, Esq. (#1630) 
Karl R. Decker, Esq. (#3390) 
Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, P.L.L.C. 
1000 Riverwalk Drive, Suite 200 
P.O. Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Telephone 208-523-0620 
Facsimile 208-523-9518 
Email chomer@holdenlegal.com 
Email kdecl<er@holdenlegal.com 
Attorneys for D.A.F.C.O., LLC 
IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF IDAHO 
INRE 
JOSHUA MICHAEL JARVIS and 
REBECCA JARVIS, husband and wife, 
Debtors. 
CASE No. 09-40204-JDP 
Chapter 7, Judge Jim D. Pappas 
MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM THE :U 
U.S.C. § 362 STAY AND NOTICE 
·' 
COMES NOW D.A.F.C.O., LLC, (hereinafter "DAFCO"), by and through its 
attorney of record, Karl R. Decker, Esq. of Holden, Kidwell, Hahn &Crapo, P.L.L.C., 
and pursuant to 11 U.S.C. §362 and Bankruptcy Rules 4001, 9013 and/or 9014, and 
Local Bankruptcy 1ules 4001.2 hereby moves the Court for an Order granting 
DAFCO relieffrom the automatic stay of 11 U.S.C. §362(a) astothematterdescribed 
in this motion by annulling, modi:fYing or otherwise terminating the automatic stay 
so as to permit it to enforce its rights in the property hereinafter described, 
including, without limitation, to proceed V\rithjudicia1 or non-judicial foreclosure of 
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the Deed of Trust. In support of this Motion, DAFCO states and represents as 
follows: 
1. On or about March 13,2008, Debtor Joshua Michael Jarvis ("Debtor") made, 
executed and delivered to Snake River Funding, Inc., ("SRF"), for good and 
valuable consideration that certain written Note in the original principal 
amount of $268,ooo.oo ("Note"), a true and correct copy of which is attached 
hereto as Exhibit A and by this reference made a part hereof. 
2. In order to secure payment of the sums due under the Note, including interest, 
costs and attorneys' fees, on or about March 13, 2008, Debtor executed and 
delivered to SRF that certain Deed of Trust ("Deed of Trust"), a true and 
correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B and by this reference 
made a pmt hereof. The Deed of Trust was recorded March 18, 2008, as 
Instrument No. 1293728, Official Records of Bonneville County, Idaho. The 
Deed of Trust conveyed to AmeriTitle, as trustee for the benefit of SRF, aU of 
the right, title and interest of Debtor in and to the Real Property described in 
the Deed of Trust. 
3. The property encumbered by the Deed ofTrust (the "Real Property") is located 
at s6oo South Highvvillow Lane and more particularly described as: 
Lot 25, Block 18, Comore Lorna, Division No. 23, to the 
County of Bonneville? State of Idaho, according to the 
recorded plat thereof. 
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Together 'With any and an improvements, water and ditch 
rights, easements, tenements, hereditaments and 
appurtenances thereunto belonging or in anywise 
appertaining, and any reversion, remainder, rents, issues 
and profits thereof. 
4· DAFCO is the successor in interest to and servicer for the Note and Deed of 
Trust, pursuant to a certain Assignment of Note & Deed of Trust recorded 
May 1, 2008, as Instrument No. 1298290, Official Records of Bonneville 
County, Idaho ("Assignment"), a tme and correct copy of which is attached 
hereto as Exhibit C and by this reference made a part hereof, and a certain 
Corporate Warranty ("Corporate Warranty"), a true and correct copy of 
which is attached hereto as Exhibit D and by this reference made a part 
hereof. 
s. Debtors' obligation evidenced by the Promissory Note and secured by the 
Deed of Trust matured on March 18,2009, and has not been paid. Debtors' 
failure to pay the obligation is a default under the Deed of Trust. 
6. As of May 6, 2009, the unpaid principal plus accrued interest and late fees 
due under the Promissory Note, exclusive of costs and attorney's fees \'Vas 
$231,228.70. Interest at the contract rate of 14% per annum continues to 
accrue at the rate of $76.71 per day. 
7. New Phase Investments, LLC, holds a second lien on the Property pursuant 
to a Deed of Trust dated November 3, 2008, and recorded November 3, 
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2008 as Instrument No. 1315849, Official Records of Bonneville County, 
Idaho. 
8. On February 23, 2009, Debtor filed his voluntary petition for bankruptcy 
relief pursuant to Chapter 7 of Title 11 ofthe United States Code. 
9· Schedule A of Debtor's Schedules filed February 23, 2009, lists the Real 
Property as a "Fee Simple" asset of Debtor with a value of $2oo,ooo and 
secured claims of $393,ooo.oo. 
10. The known claims against the Real Property total at least $393,00o.oo. 
11. The present fair market value of the Real Property does not exceed the 
sums secured by claims against the Real Property. 
12. The Estate of the Debtor, and the Trustee R. Sam Hopldns, have no interest 
in the Real Property which can be liquidated for the benefit of general 
creditors over and above the lien of DAFCO, other recorded lien claimants, 
and all exemptions aHowable to Debtor under applicable State and Federal 
statutes. 
13. The Real Property is not necessary to an effective reorganization of the 
Debtor. 
14. Based upon the allegations hereof, DAFCO also asserts that sufficient cause 
exists to waive the requirements of Rule 4001(a)(3) of the Federal Rules of 
Bankruptcy Procedure and request that the order granting their motion be 
effective upon execution thereof. 
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WHEREFORE, DAFCO moves the Court for entry of an Order against 
Debtors, and parties in interest providing as follows: 
1. Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. §362(d)(1) for cause, annu1ling, terminating, 
modifying or removing the stay as against DAFCO and authorizing DAFCO 
to pursue its legal remedies against Debtor by foreclosing on the Real 
Property pursuant to the provisions of the Note (Exhibit A) and Deed of 
Trust (Exhibit B), and applicable local law. 
2. In the alternative, pursuant to §362(d)(2), annulling, terminating, 
modifying or removing the stay as against DAFCO and authorizing DAFCO 
to pursue its legal remedies against Debtor by foreclosing on the Real 
Property pursuant to the provisions of the Note (Exhibit A) and the Deed of 
Trust (Exhibit B), and applicable local law. 
3. Waiving the requirements of Rule 4001(a)(3) of the Federal Rules of 
Bankruptcy Procedure and making any order entered by the Court be 
effective upon execution thereof. 
4· For such further relief as the Court may deem proper. 
Dated this 61h day of May, 2009. 
Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, P.L.L.C. 
/sf Karl R. Decker 
Karl R. Decker 
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NOTICE 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED DEBTOR, JOSHUA MICHAEL JARVIS; his attorney of 
record JAY A. KOHLER; R. SAM HOPKINS, trustee; and the OFFICE OF U.S. 
TRUSTEE: 
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED That pursuant to 11 U.S.C. 362 and 
Local Bankruptcy Rule 4001.2, any party in interest opposing the Motion must file 
and serve an objection thereto not later than seventeen (17) days after the date of service 
of the Motion. The objection shall specifically identify those matters contained in the 
Motion that are at issue and any other basis for opposition to the Motion. 
Absent the filing of a timely objection, the Court may grant the relief sought 
without a hearing. If an objection is filed, the objection shall be served upon the movant 
and upon all parties receiving service of the motion. The opposing party shall contact 
the court's calendar clerk to schedule a preliminary hearing. At the time of filing the 
objection to the motion, the objecting party shall file and serve a notice of such hearing. 
Upon Court approval, the movant may schedule a hearing for cause shm'>'Il in the 
motion or other submissions. 
At the preliminary hearing the parties shall be prepared to make specific 
representations to the court as to the proof and evidence to be submitted at any final 
hearing. In particular, the parties shall advise the court with specificity as to the issues 
to be presented at a final hearing, the identity of any witnesses expected to testify, and a 
summary of the expected testimony. Unless otherwise ordered by the court, the parties, 
not later than five (5) days prior to any scheduled final hearing, shall (a) file a list of 
witnesses expected to testify and (b) exchange copies of any exhibits to be offered. Once 
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scheduled, a preliminary hearing or final hearing may be vacated or continued only 
upon compliance with Local Bankruptcy Rule 2002.2(£). 
You are further notified that pursuant to the terms and provisions of 
1:1 U.S.C. § 362(e) and Local Bankruptcy Rule 4001.2(g): 
(1) Thirty days after a request under subsection (d) of 11 U.S. C .. § 362 for relief 
from the stay of any act against property of the estate under 11 U.S. C.§ 362(a), such stay 
is terminated with respect to the party in interest making such request, unless the court, 
after notice and a hearing, orders such stay continued in effect pending the conclusion 
of, or as a result of, a final hearing and determination under 11 U.S. C.§ 362(d). A 
hearing may be a preliminary hearing, or may be consolidated with the final hearing 
under 11 U.S. C. § 362(d). The court shall order such stay continued in effect pending the 
conclusion of the final hearing under 11 U.S. C.§ 362(d) if there is a reasonable 
likelihood that the party opposing relief from such stay will prevail at the conclusion of 
such final hearing. If the hearing is a preliminary hearing, then such final hearing shall 
be concluded not later than thirty days after the conclusion of such preliminary hearing, 
unless the 30-day period is extended with the consent of the parties in interest or for a 
specific time which the court finds is required by compelling circumstances. 
(2) Notwithstanding the terms and provisions of 11 U.S. C. § 362(e)(1), in a case 
under chapter 7, 11, or 13 in which the debtor is an individual, the stay under 11 U.S. C. § 
362(a) shall terminate on the date that is 6o days after a request is made by a party in 
interest under 11 U.S. C. § 362(d), unless-- (A) a final decision is rendered by the court 
during the 6o-day period beginning on the date of the request; or (B) such 6o-day 
period is extended - (i) by agreement of all parties in interest; or (ii) by the court for 
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such specific period of time as the court finds is required for good cause, as described in 
findings made by the court. 
DATED: May 6'\ 2009 
Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, P.L.L.C. 
/sL Karl R. Decker 
Karl R. Decker 
.-
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on May 6, 2009, if marked below, I electronically filed the 
foregoing with the Clerk of the Court using the CM/ECF system which sent a Notice of 
Electronic Filing to the following persons noted. For those persons not sent a copy of 
the foregoing and the notice of electronic filing by the CM/ECF system, a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document and the notice of electronic filing was served on 
the persons listed below by first class mail, with the correct postage thereon, or by 
causing the same to be delivered in accordance with Rule s(b), F.R.Civ.P. 
R. Fred Cooper 
770 S. Woodruff Avenue 
Idaho Falls, ID 83401 
R. Sam Hopkins 
845 West Center SuiteD 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204 
James A. Spinner 
POBox6009 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
U.S. Trustee 
Washington Group Central Plaza 
720 Park Blvd, Ste 220 
Boise, Id~ho 83712 
[x] CM/ECF 
[] Other: []Hand [X]Mail []Other __ _ 
[X] CM/ECF 
[] Other: []Hand []Mail []Other ___ _ 
[x) CM/ECF 
[] Other: []Hand [X]Mail []Other ___ _ 
(x] CM/ECF 
[ ] Other: [ ]Hand [X]Mail ( ]Other ___ _ 
Is/ Karl R. Decker 
Karl R. Decker 
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NOTE 
us $268,000.00 March 13, 2008 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, ihe undersigned JOSH M. JARVIS ("Borrower") 
promises to pay SNAKE RIVER FUNDING, INC., ("Lender"), or order, on demand, or if 
not demand is made, then on MARCH 18, 2009, at 192 N. Woodruff, Idaho Fa !Is, Idaho 
83401, the principal sum of TWO HUNDRED SIXTY EIGHT THOUSAND DOLLARS 
($268,000.00), or as much thereof as shall have been advanced by the Lender to the 
Borrower and not repaid, together with interest thereon from the date of advances, at 
the time and rate specified in this Note. The unpaid balance of this obligation at any 
time shall be the aggregate amount of payment made herein by or for the Borrower. 
The unpaid balance of this Note shall bear interest until payment in full at a rate 
of FOURTEEN PERCENT (14°/o) per annum from the date(s) of advances. Interest 
payments will be due on the 18tli of each month. Interest payments will be due prior to 
each draw disbursed. If an interest payment is not made the draw will not be disbursed. 
A monthly interest payment ls required to be made even if a draw is not requested. If 
that payment is not made on or before the 23rd of the month a late fee of $200.00 will be 
added to that payment. . 
The maturity date of this loan shall be March 18, 2009. In the event the 
remaining balance plus accrued interest has not been paid in fu!l on or before March 18, 
2009, there will be a fee of TWO THOUSAND DOLLARS ($2,000.00) due monthly until 
the unpaid balance is paid in full. 
The occurrance of any of the folfowing events shaH, at the option of the Lender, 
make all sums of interest and principal of this Note immediately due and payable 
without notice of default, presentment or demand for payment, protest or notice of 
nonpayment or dishonor, or other notices or demands of any kind or character: 
a. Default in the payment when due or any part of installment of interest; 
b. Nonpayment by Borrower of any debt when due; 
c. Death, insolvency, failure ln business, commission of an act of 
bankruptcy, general assignment for the benefit of creditors, filing of any petition in 
bankruptcy for relief under the provisions of the national bankruptcy act, or any 
law or laws for the relief of or.relating to debtors, or, by, or against Borrowers or 
any Borrowers, surety or guarantor of the indebtedness evidenced by this Note, 
or any endorser to this Note: 
d. Appointment of a receiver or trustee to take possession of any property 
of Borrowers or any Borrowers, surety or guarantor of the indebtooness 
evidenced by this Note, or any endorser to the Note; 
e. Attachment of an involuntary lien or liens, of any kind or character, to 
the assets or property of Borrowers of any Borrowers, surety or guarantor of this 
indebtedness evidenced by this Note, or any endorser of this Note; 
f. When Lender, in good faith, deems itself insecure .. 
Lender shall be entitled to collect a !I reasonable costs and expenses incurred in 
enforcing !he terms of this Note, including but not llmited to, reasonable attorney's fees. 
Presentment, notice of dishonor, and protest are hereby waived by aU makes, 
sureties, guarantors and endorsers hereof. This Note shalt be the joint and several 
obligation of a!l makers, sureties, guarantors and endorsers, and shall be binding upon 
them and their successors and assigns. 
The Indebtedness evidenced by this Note is secured by a Deed of Trust. 
Borrowers address: 
I I }Cr ;klk~ 
~fk0{A;l;t::/ 
#3rt~ . 
B~ 
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DEED .OF TRUST 
TRISDJJED OF'IRUS'rls.fl'llHftdl>y [OSH M JAAV1S, «lllAmd111ArlrfWing U>/lhhllsdt41td~rR/tprtptriy, ~~ GRAm'OR, 
t~.A.MER1Tl'l1.~A1' Ortgllli Cci}'M!Ii~lf, f$ mu~for 
SNAKE .RIVERFUNlJJNG, INC.,m TAA!»Ccfl"T1lllart.I1S li.!WllFICW\Y. 
Gm1/mk>ts llttrrJI~{VGMin;MRGAlii,$Ef.LMID CONYBY10TRl1Smllll'n!ll$li Wlm l'CWtll OfSAU:,Ik foiiOOiittg~Otdtffi 
F"'f'rif,l .. rl/1 
Lot:25, Black 1.81 Ccmore1.~JIIflt TJ!t>lslgn No, 231 tv H11 C<>itnly cflJomt•viJt., Slat.. cfUaho1 ~>~'<a riling w 1!11 
rucrtltdptattllm•oj. . • 
'lOGBmsll. WlrH "'Y""iullnJ'f'IWUll•lt, wlnllllltllithrlJIHI, t•~Ct>ml'!.lmut>l.t, ktblitt111mll~mil •l'f'lrl<i~KT~m thtttl'-l>M~orv• 
llllp/a •J'YITW~61t-111f4 trii!J mttt!tot!,ltlOOndtrHtrJ&, f;smr ml'f/Q/1/J tkmf. 
Forli>lll11rp6Stofli•wrlv: 
1, ~niOII/WIIfg1'«rllJ;11I<fCnut/<tfHtri:1mtfatJttd. 
2. l'AY!•IAI r{IAtiJJitlWnm t!1/Ju•tt4 ~y 11 'rw.lsm)t ~<It D{tr<.tl &.lt M®{q> r;udll1Jje:dmsifxr6t m""'llkm;; loll>t Ffllrclf"llltJlf ~1 ll\'Q HUNOR£D 
SfXfYEiGHTTHOUSANDDOUAJlS(~&II/IOMO),/J.,fi.,lpoyrooJI•frrf~cfpol•"<l111/tit>llllllt¢J,ifmtt<»t}(Tp!/,tlol<fot11f1i•uMJf<'JI<l'r 
MAilCH11,21m, 
,3, /'t<yDI<Riof~JliU<fl/•/JikrSlnSSitrujb<IUflttl>tll>tlltdor!JI>l.nfd~Jil~tPttJftdu'fji;ruypll~RMM!I~InfiSD'J#T~!IJ((/'nJftl«1m11 
rtptt>iVIblg J:Jib)}J/1het Lou~ ~«lortxpt•JINnJ ~II k "''liolu:lldi/J lht 8tulflrltiy, IJI!l wll Ntolll< IPt om!~~~ 1>0 kftt l/!•n IhtJiml wb/rll;f.&.!t rf 
uti >~<It s":uttd hm~~mfFrtMitlflrlkt, tllilfl It !hi f'tJfflS bt1Ullf011cjthl flrlkl t~IRI.J DRI rfTnutiMIIIthU sltnl u f<>!IIIJJuln:stalllry,.tblpt/J tll 
tt!tftltwti;Jmntt1 trtxporllbtm rcplkr~»llll Mmllll>tmu. 
IL Ti>I'1<'11<WII ltrwfl!/ <{tldJ 11tt4 cj'l."rvt~ Or-.14¥-b MlP$ftUl 
1, 11>ktpld4~1yln,f«drMIIIIMMdTtf<'II'J~n¢11f'l>1~>1'Mvtlft1ttuyJJtlldl!rJIM~t~tot4FI/ImUif1ttyrwpff;ITIIlinRxm.....t.lltiiiMp{lb 
!:=11« ,cylrnp~unholddt ruyb< mulntcfl>l,.£11.ugtd or dulroyd ll>tlfO!!JI~PI'!JII'lK,1 j,l<' II/I dioJplt for r.wr pnfonxl4 ml , .. ~ri4/t fiiJTM,tl lhml•.,. 
lkr.fo<;t•cmiiJI"'olrk•IIW.~..UFNft<ly"rti"r.v.t~>~YPIImrl•••.,f,.,_,.,.l<>uwltth<rm.;t<-•<~m•lll1f,.ptmlllMffrlhnNJ«I/Imcw 
lo1*1-lll~ nrJJ<r« ptrt~/1 "".I' •<t "P"' uld l""f<'fj C. ohfo/IAA tJ ~ r.cllll'lltk, frrit'lt.}rfillu,flntl,s•lt, l'fl'llt 1114 ~ 1111 flhtr «tttMrilrfrH>Ihl <b>tv<ltt 
or t!R of<rt!A ptf,J'lr#yll>lY k mm<IU'jmmmy. ~ tptdjltt~•""'ttll•<lr l>.nbt h91 t:tdruffRtlhl (ffntrrl. ' 
l. To flV'IIt,luintliJt uddtllr<rflit b!WriiJIIi ~IUfodctfAJJd!Pilk/QJt 1"~• I• /!uuji<'Jry, 11¥ ••,.,mlcoll«ltiwrlu 1>1!1 fin or •fhr frtllii#AMpd/<1 tlt>U'· 
llfi<JUjtrtlf'i'ICp/IMIM&!IilliffJWtht~k"l'ff!td!Jp!J1l~brit~MJJtllUUIIfdlml>)ill!IJ!dl~tlr&Uijfc/Jtyltlm~hltl,t.tl'/lN>t4/IOW!I'fhr>Meul"r~ 
<I l'lYW.,~INtllu lhttNJ. Srlh qp/blklt "nlwt t'/;11/ ~~ .:..n Mwlot ••Y ikfoullorii>II«<{.Ujlull/Jirtlblt/twltmzlil<lttr11!J zcf im~•11Hulhmll«. 
Q, TO,IfV'tltt-n~tk/n<l.,.yltlfwtrptP«IibJti"J'F"tlli'liOr{/c<II/J4KII!rilykmftrlh<r/:hlmP'1C<IJcf~rycrTttuiU:AJktloJ"yAIINfll011d 
""f<t<JU,fJtdrtdbif<(ltl<fb~IJ~IIi•m/Myt6UO/l.f91<oUm«y'tftll,fntJ111Tld16<1lmttffP(fflir.gv/llt.lt~ttThllllli<A!Jirfl"• 
1. To P"¥41/r,llr~~ «.rt kJm sklittiiJ/tlo/ .n wr.s .,4 <t~<Uiwtlt 1/ft<lf•r n/d ~ I~I"JJ 11111<'11 illr< .u /J!nrllll<to~ttt. thvll$ .,;t llm4 I>Wt ill tun~ 
~J .. Ul""'"rf$tohi<J.ort6t""o/•!f<Uit>kprlcrr>r""l"mrf.q<f4:tqd/Op-.<yitll<w1~}<1 .. 4t:q<>l1<><{11.U1h"l· l~t>ldflhal~lkP"ro-rti/Jifll 
•'"lhJI<IPIIh lk tm..rof11K n~ll bnrl>y ,.,,,.4 0.. Gnollw sM~ ol lh <flf•l/edr<~ d!P>Dll.•flht !hnljfrJ.ty. J"'!ltWr """'lk PTJf.!lotlllt (Ill)} ofl1>lt</11Uf<4 
""'m•l I mi. tlttllt!WJ!s. IM11t111« pwii!J~ tKdl!t~uetiJ!I ~lhtt t!Mfllt tJp«ll/w PNf>ttly, U<!lrlhtle<t b•lnlllfo<Gnnl•~'• ,.,...,. ~.,.l .. 4for lhl 1".!1"''"1 
!j lf><'Bmlfltl~ofAJJySttrltill1>U ••kiH/!11, Gnnl«'I}JJun 1~141")'WI/ Ctlltliltl/t~ik.fli<llll>lhrOit/nl;~ 
S. T# 1"Y b•PifJkft{y .. tlwlfi!OI•I dt~UJ~lniiMuUFcittl &y ·swjidtry~r'Tn•~•t 1'tntil•llolllr ,....,w.,,, kmt t.lrh Mmtljr.}ll &It ofl>ft'II/IJM, •I• 
n>ltt4J!I1/4tlwbtltrtflll!lt~WI.itrlllpnlllls1!11Ymlt41mW•~~r/l<lrfotptma1(11ll)ptrltlll•t1111,tr!khrwrll~m1tr, 
6. Sk!Jt.tGrl!llctfolll•wiz •lfli"V"'mlot ltdJII!iji<IAS lxnitl~fi<.I.JJ.m ll<nglc/Ny~rThts!U, blt!~tl tMIJ.!Ii4nl¢ !Ill• t!llltvllho<tl toll~ <T 
tku#~IUJ.;!IGntii<Y4~Jo:viJJmtllf1¢>11otGr.nl9r"""umy~llMMmf.~l:lWDI4•1ht-.lnSll<hn:Mtntrl•l6>"!tflf)~llld$tl!l\lrlMJtkm 
tr<<Wl'1/ ID prolta lht mw!ly bllfl>f, BttJtfi<!J.ty~rThqll4l<fl\t lfllllmfw/ /4tniiTI/i(tl f"!d ~J"f{yfot lllrh pitf1"0<Ji lfl'<d.t VI#IIJ tftfmd P/IYt<lfM # 
l"'"tJfrll p1rtjl<'rlbtf lu/forllh. IN>IIIfjl httrof..-IN: ritAls or ,..,:U.•Jttl!lj!My et i11111t4 1'f'l• pmf>ut. toXIUI•r "'"''1"""111 l'llJ/ blQII<fmoto; thJqt ff'lktt 
ll'/lfclt nttb: J!11!J:IW.Ioftithtt~pp¢mlo k )'tilt'" 111~ krtlc; F11d bt turdtl11g1ny stl<h P"i"tt6r !11 tt:forrln:lhlllJNJ t/lhm /;y Jttl!c/4lfottdf#llrc « 
o!JrnAA.f'l'ilk:lt<<t"'"f~""IU1111ilff">>lt~•Um1o/<fiu. 
B. ItfsJliJlh,.!/ylllfuJ: 
1, ~llffNlt}/IWj!I{JIIl>ilt>t<ll«tlo-.fl/tll)(y*"~"'tflkuj;rplll!r<ll~oj<r61uql•sof.{yNftr/y~r••VI"tfihm[.lskn"Jimlp>:J4JIJtiull~}'<ill~ 
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ASSIGNMENT OF NOl'E & DEED OF TRUST 
Snake Rivel' :Funding, LLC., the beneficiary under the Deed of Trust executed by 
. ' 
To: AmeriTiUe . \
.. 
rec<>~ded !> "'l~ --D~ lnstrument No. tU1 W t/Q . of the Record of 
Mort~ag&s for Bonneville County1 ldaho given to secure tho :payment of promissory note for the sum 
of$268,000.00 and interest, has ENDORSED said note and does hereby ASSXON AND ~SFER 
to D.A.:F.C.O~ LLC 
¥lrfght, title and interest in said note and all rights accrued under said Deed of Trost. 
. 'Dated:· j" \l·fl2 Instrument# 129829() . 
IDAHO PALLS, BONNEVllll!, IDAHO 
Sn~e River Fooding, RC 'Me.... 
·~ ... B y; 7 ' 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
. 
. . 
) 
)ss 
) 
.· 
5-1-2.008 09:02:18 flo, of Jlsge.s: 1 
Reeord&Q ror: AMr 
RONALD t.ONGMORE: At f'ee: ~.00 
Slc-ottlclo R&conlor DePIIIYS:Y' 
-.d,. to: Anll//Mii)IT,D£a:> ormUCugr:r-------
... . 
, before ma, lha underslgnad, personally_~ppsared Je..-tf ~ 
. .. 
. . 
.. 
·.· ..... 
·' 
. - "··---'----,..-- ·. 
EXHIBIT C EXHIBIT C 
(~~:~ .. . 
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.. 
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.. 
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:· 
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• · ·• •• I . • 
..... ... ":. .. .. .. 
· ·- • l. • • 
.' . •. 192_1\Jorth Wqodruf1 • Idaho rl!lls, 11:1 B3401 
.· . . (208) 6~~·0019 • ~ax.522:4365 
.·. 
·.. .. ; ·. . . tORPORATEWAlUlAN'l'Y. . 
· ' •• :: · •• :. : : ·. <· • · : :' :-' • --1-1-~ ·~~NEFJ,c~i; s~A:KE·.rufi~:~iNci~ iNc.
1 
under' a certain' D~d: ~~: :rru~t: .: ·;· ... , ... 
oxeouted by,' joaffJart~s. aa oR.A:rffo.R, to : Am~rllft!~·: ll8 TRUSTEE, d~ted .. March u.iooa' _: . . 
· ... 
• I 
and recorded on Mar;:b 18.2008 ·, 1111 Instrument No~ J2P82890 · · records In . · 
·County, Idalio, , given .to. ~l'ciJro !ho ~aWJent o( !! prom!ssolj' note fur the sum .of .$268,000,· . . . 
together wltn 1i1terest thereon; dltf (llldOrtio said note ·a'nd' did ns&fsn And transfer to Q,A.F.C.O: :tJ..~. ·. · 
ASSIGNEE, all rJghtt tltl~ and Interest in said notet togellter wllh nll rl,Shts aceruod or. to acoruo ;;nder 
s'atd'Doed ofnU'sf . . . . . .. . . : I :. •• • • • :. • • • • • : • • •• ,:; •• 
This Corp~tale Warrlltlty.pe~;~·l~s to ~~id Deed or'.r~s't and Ptoutfssory Not~ ~ltioh p;~·li~ to'. 
certain real property located In IJpnn&ylVa Cou~ty1 Idaho, w.hloh 19 mora partlouJady 
·omrlbed as follows: 
· · Legal D~o~J~flon 
Lot 25,Blook 18,Comorc Loma, Division No 23,to.the County ofBonnevJllc, S!t~to ofidaho, acooidfng to 
the recorded plate !hereof. 
For vatuo received, the l3en~fio!ruy1 fot itself, its successors and nssJgns doe3 hereby covennnt, 
warral\t and snail defend the 11foresald !nterest pemlnlng to said premises fot tho ASSIG~ forever 
nsalnst tho lawful olairns and causes ohll p~rsons: The wamn!y conti\lned horoln ts not troMferrablo by 
tho Assignee to their heirs, &ucoos!lotA and ass1gns, wltb(mt the &llpress written Qonsent of Snake Rlver 
J?undlt\g, fuo. 
DATED tbis__ll._ <la;y ofAprll,2008. · · .· 
STATE OF IDAHO 
County of "'Eont\et J I \fA. 
) 
ss 
) 
> 
. 
· Snake Rl~er Fun din$', lf!i. 
~ 
EXHIBIT D EXHIBIT D 
.. 0 ,. . 
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. .. 
·. 
Case 09-40204-JDP Doc 25 Filed 05/07/09 Entered 05/07/09 10:03:14 Desc Main 
Document Page 1 of 10 
Charles A. Homer, Esq. (#1630) 
Karl R. Decker, Esq. (#3390) 
Holden, Kidwell; Hahn & Crapo, P.L.L.C. 
1000 Riverwalk Drive, Suite 200 
P.O. Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Telephone 208-523-0620 
Facsimile 208-523-9518 
Email chomer@holdenlegal.com 
Email kdecker@ holdenlegal.com 
Attorneys for D.A.F.C.O., LLC 
IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF IDAHO 
IN RE 
JOSHUA MICHAEL JARVIS, 
Debtors. 
Case No. 09-40204-JDP 
Chapter 71 Judge Jim D. Pappas 
OBJECTION TO HOMESTEAD 
~XEMPTION 
D.A.F.C.O., LLC, a creditor herein, objects Debtor's claimed homestead 
exemption on the following basis: 
1. On or about March 13, 2008, Debtor Joshua Michael Jarvis ("Debtor") made, 
executed and delivered to Snake River Funding, Inc., ("SRF"), for good and 
valuable consideration that certain written Note in the original principal 
amount of $268,ooo.oo ("Note"), a true and correct copy of the first page of 
which is attached hereto as Exhibit A and by this reference made a part hereof. 
2. In order to secure paymentofthe sums due under the Note, including interest, 
Objection to Homestead Exemption Page 1 
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costs and attorneys' fees, on or about March 13, 2008, Debtor executed and 
delivered to SRF that certain Deed of Trust ("Deed of Trust"), a true and 
correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B and by this reference 
made a part hereof. The Deed of Trust was recorded March 18, 2008, as 
Instrument No. 1293728, Official Records of Bonneville County, Idaho. The 
Deed of Trust conveyed to AmeriTitle, as trustee for the benefit of SRF, all of 
the right, title and interest of Debtor in and to the Real Property described in 
the Deed of Trust. 
3· The property encumbered by the Deed of Trust (the "Real Property") is located 
at 5600 South Highwillow Lane and more particularly described as: 
Lot 25, Block 18, Comore Lama, Division No. 23, to the 
County of Bonneville, State of Idaho, according to the 
recorded plat thereof. 
Together with any and all improvements, water and ditch 
rights, easements, tenements, hereditaments and 
appurtenances thereunto belonging or in anywise 
appertaining, and any reversion, remainder, rents, issues 
and profits thereof. 
4· DAFCO is the successor in interest to and servicer for the Note and Deed of 
Trust, pursuant to a certain Assignment of Note & Deed of Trust 
("Assignment") recorded May 1, 2008, as Instrument No. 1298290, Official 
Records of Bonneville County, Idaho, a true and correct copy of which is 
attached hereto as Exhibit C and by this reference made a part hereof, and a 
certain Corporate Warranty ("Corporate Warranty"), a true and correct copy 
of which is attached hereto as Exhibit D and by this reference made a part 
Objection to Homestead Exemption Page 2 
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hereof. 
5. Pursuant to Debtor's Schedule C, Debtor claims a dwe11ing house located at 
5600 South Highwillow Lane valued at $2oo,ooo.oo as exempt property 
pursuant to Idaho Code§§ 55-1001, 55-1002, and 55-1003. 
6. Idaho Code § 55-1001 defines a "homestead" as: 
the dwelling house or the mobile home in which the owner 
resides or intends to reside, with appurtenant buildings, 
and the land on which the same are situated and by which 
the same are surrounded, or improved; or unimproved 
land owned with the intention of placing a house or mobile 
home thereon and residing thereon. 
7· Debtor does not live in the home located at 5600 South Highwi1Iow Lane. 
8. Idaho Code§ 55-1004 provides that when a dwelling house is not occupied as 
the principal place of residence by the owner that: 
[a]n owner who selects a homeste~d from unimproved or 
improved land that is not yet occupied as a homestead 
must execute a declaration of homestead and file the same 
for record in the office of the recorder of the county in 
which the land is located. 
g. On information and belief, Debtor has not filed a Declaration of Homestead 
as required by Idaho Code § 55-1004 to claim a homestead exemption of 
property not occupied as the principal place of residence by the owner thereof. 
10. Because Debtor does not live in the home located at 5600 South Highwiliow 
Lane and because Debtor has not filed a Declaration of Homestead, Debtor is 
not entitled to claim the dwelling house located at 5600 South Highwillow 
Land as exempt property. 
Objection to Homestead Exemption Page 3 
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DATED May 7, 2009. 
Objection to Homestead Exemption 
HOLDEN, KIDWELL, HAHN & CRAPO, 
P.L.L.C. 
s 
Karl R. Decker 
Attorney for D.A.F.C.O., LLC 
Page4 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
Iherebycertifythat on May7j 2009, if marked below, I electronically filed the 
foregoing with the Clerk of the Court using the CM/ECF system which sent a Notice 
of Electronic Filing to the foJlowing persons noted. For those persons not sent a copy 
of the foregoing and the notice of electronic filing by the CM/ECF system, a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document and the notice of electronic filing was served 
on the persons listed below by first class mail, with the correct postage thereon, or 
by causing the same to be delivered in accordance with Rule 5(b), F.R.Civ.P. 
R. Fred Cooper 
770 S. Woodruff Avenue 
Idaho Falls, ID 83401 
R. Sam Hopkins 
845 West Center Suite D 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204 
James A. Spinner 
PO Box 6009 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
U.S. Trustee 
Washington Group Central Plaza 
720 Park Blvd, Ste 220 
Boise, Idaho 83712 
Capital Recovery Recovery 
Management Systems 
Corporation 
25 SE 2nd Avenue, Suite 1120 
Miami, FL 33131 
[x] CM/ECF 
[] Other: []Hand []Mail (]Other __ _ 
[x] CM/ECF 
[]Other: []Hand []Mail []Other __ _ 
[x] CM/ECF 
[]Other: []Hand []Mail []Other __ _ 
[x] CM/ECF 
[] Other:_ []Hand []Mail []Other __ _ 
[] CM/ECF 
[] Other: []Hand [X]Mail []Other __ _ 
/s/ Karl R. Decker 
Karl R. Decker 
G:\ WPDATA\CAH\15394\Pleadings\Objeetion to Homestead Exemption, 2009-05-06.wpd 
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NOTE 
us $268,000.00 March 13, 2008 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, the undersigned JOSH M. JARVIS ("Borrower'') 
promises to pay SNAKE RIVER FUNDING, INC., ("Lender"), or order, on demand, or if 
not demand is made, then on MARCH 18, 2009, at 192 N. Woodruff, Idaho Falls, Idaho 
83401, the principal sum of TWO HUNDRED SIXTY EIGHT THOUSAND DOLLARS 
($268,000.00), or as much thereof as shall have been advanced by the Lender to the 
Borrower and not repaid, together with interest thereon from the date of advances, at 
the time and rata specified in this Note. The unpaid balance of !his obligation at any 
time shall be the aggregate amount of payment made herein by or for the Borrower. 
The unpaid balance of this Note shall bear interest until payment In full at a rate 
of FOURTEEN PERCENT (14%) per annum from the date(s) of advances. Interest 
payments will be due on the 181li of each month. Interest payments will be due prior to 
each draw disbursed. If an interest payment Is not made the draw will not be disbursed. 
A monthly interest payment Is required to be made even if a draw is not requested. If 
that payment Is not made on or before the 23rd of the month a late fee of $200.00 will be 
added to that payment. . 
The maturity date of this loan shall be March 18, 2009. In the event the 
remainingbalance plus accrued interest has not been paid in full on or before March 18, 
2009, there will be a fee of TWO THOUSAND DOLLARS ($2,000.00) due monthly until 
the unpaid balance is paid in full. 
The occurrence of any of the following events shaH, at the option of the Lender, 
make all sums of interest and principal of this Note immediately due and payable 
without notice of default, presentment or demand for payment. protest or notice of 
nonpayment or dishonor, or other notices or demands of any kind or character: 
a. Default in the payment when due or any part of installment of interest; 
b. Nonpayment by Borrower of any debt when due; 
c. Death, insolvency, failure in business, commission of an act of 
bankruptcy, general assignment for the benefit of creditors, filing of any petition in 
bankruptcy for reUef under the provisions of the national bankruptcy act, or any 
law or laws for the relief of or-relating to debtors. or, by, or against Borrowers or 
any Borrowers, surety or guarantor of the indebtedness evidenced by this Note, 
or any endorser to this Note; 
d. Appointment of a receiver or trustee to take possession of any property 
of Borrowers or any Borrowers, surety or guarantor of the indebtedness 
evidenced by this Note, or any endorser to the Note; 
e. Attachment of an involuntary lien or liens, of any kind or character, to 
the assets or property of Borrowers of any Borrowers. surety or guarantor of this 
indebtedness evidenced by this Note, or any endorser of this Note; 
f. When Lender, ln good faith, deems itself insecure .. 
lender shalf be entitled to collect all reasonable costs and expenses incurred in 
enforcing the terms ofthis Note, including but not limited to, reasonable attorney's fees. 
Presentment, notice of dishonor, and protest are hereby waived by all makes, 
sureties, guarantors and endorsers hereof. This Note shall be the joint and several 
obligation of all makers, sureties. guarantors and endorsers, and shall be binding upon 
them and their successors and assigns. 
The indebtedness evidenced by this Note is secured by a Deed ofT rust. 
Borrowers address: 
jl}? !kilt~ 
tl/wtpfA/}t~Vt::/ 
IJ;tt!X> . 
B~ 
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DEED .OF TRUST 
'11llSDJiED OF'mi1Sri<,gn~n£d by JOSH M ]AiMS,IIlWrl'tdiOOI iullnguillhiJI• wi1 A1ld up<mltprcrnty, u GMm'O.R,. 
toAJ\reiU'I1Tl.B,m Ottgm OlfW<IIo~t, Of rRU~for 
SNAKE RNER.FUNDlii'G, JNC., m ltl<M ~qwtllm, u 1JiiNBF1CTA.Rk'. 
IVTINT;$$!iTIU 
Gmifm1«tblniy~GMtm.MRG'AIN.SW.At/DCONYBY1011tUSTEl!IIITRUST,Wiffil'OWERDFBAU.tkfoll-'llttl<tt:nWml 
l""f'rl¥· "',{(/ 
I.ot:/5, 13fo:k 18, C!Dntore}:.cmn11Jivt.l(ltt No. 28, to tit• C<>tlll/y oJBounov/lle1 Stat.. ofUah£11 ~~~onflngw tlt4 
rtCI)md plauJmeof. . · 
'TOGfiTHlU~ NTH "'1 M41Jit,.,.,-un4 ""i<rDIJ r/Jtd! r/sAII, t~J<m<~llr. lmr1u•l!, htttdil!unloll1ltl •fl"lrl<IU;!<UIIl<ttU.kl M«1zb<:DI"hl 
•mf'llsl t;pt!Wnfttt,ID1i "''1 rtettll.lll, Nlr.rinckr, n111$. lmu1 11M ptojill tlliltt<f. 
ru ~ 'Pt111Nt bf Crwrlnz: 
t. Pufonp.on,.ifttd•~l o/CPMI9r/lrttbt ""l<l~tl. 
2. l\!Y~~llll tft/ll !DJtHIIhun to/Jmet4 ~1/4 ftrillllwr"fx¢1t 6{ll>tll tltt!t /lttwill~ trrul uya:ftru/IXI ~t lt!lti>IIIN.itof, iotk Ffllrclf"l Ra. ~'TWO Hl1HDR£D 
z;rXJY EIGHT1HOUIWID DOLIAll5 ($168,0UO.OO ), lhtfi<d f"¥1""•1•/prl«'f'J ""' hlltnslil>lft</, full ~rift f"kt. ~ ~fotlllj thrt01df<111'<llt 
JMT!CH 11, '*'· J. l'llflll<nl of•llllldrfttlt}q4tflms rut lxruftu k ICdJ<dor~Ofl VJillllluuft<ittt¥f>ruy F"'l"'-"' 111111.My lll'/4. oln}s •~#r ~~~"' fuJlnlw!/J 
rtpt1rolbrg "'"' fllrlh<rlbuU. U.W.at or tll"nillllttS f<Jlll>t "''lfwll<llh 11>1 Btmj!Mty.~;t,d llAIJ ~ lv: ••d ~It"" l:>tn fl>•q lkjlr..J ~M.IHrlJt&it r:f 
.,14 >I< I' ll<llrt4/1ltl~ ••rf yt«4llijtrlkt; II~! lilt/}!( upmr IR/t!llletl cf/}1( ptrli<•IP IM4 Dtd r:f'TnijiJMIII n•n #ml u <:MIItmf~,f stl!lrlf¥1~101 ptlJ Ill 
sud\ /NJJ~ tlNI!{t1 efirp>ldibllttlDplhrf 111/IA Mmd !Alttl~. 
A. T<'proltcllhtll;w//io{ilrlJ1)1t4ojlhti~CrA~/or"'""""'l#""l~tn 
l. T61.11p1114~11o:c«lmslflkn~M,.,..r"t.;namnf<llorllllltllilt•uyhillllhlgli~""Nf6C<I•pl•llmulmfmSitfs"'ll•#zmll\'>rbl!<Mid;lttr 
"""'"""'11/IUifr=M•IIPI<Idlmyl>l mtsmt<U>t;, d.<Jut,M•t Jlutro-;<llh<mt11 l41'<flll'lltlllllll'il drJillt foriJ1.crf'<'fot»~ mlr•<Oitmlt ftr!l<M'illllml•.,. 
Jlvrrfo'111-JlJ1wllh•U~uJft<lit'l~tlp"f'"Jyorn~g#li)IP1lftllf1M•rf·TJ!fVII<'"'P&i<t.l.ltt.dtU"rt41fJioO<j_.,llvrf'!mhwdtlhm.f«I/J<mrv 
14 1<01 Ml!>ll14 ntjjr4t f'ITJIIIIDifl<ltlf'Jl ~>t.ll""f'tli.Yinht<IJM cfltur; 1> alhtmr<>, irrfloh,ftrtJ1lu,ftt"/s•lt, prnne m C.. Ill 11/lrt ll<tt trMilrfrM the .,._Itt 
m~Jtifsolilproruly~f»1km~ylllmwry,lbl~tArtiit..-JI""llrnl>tntl~d"ndbtflhe:mrrl. ' 
J. '19 YTf"/U,tJIMl<" ,.d dil/w fin 41Ptmllt 14~Nid>P/I]f f~IIJ"floH6/~ litltt/fcWy. '1b4 <IMI!Qf ~<tJtJ ll!ldu #"Y /It ortlhfi~hll1tnet f'I'/J<j ><zy, 
Jtl Bl111Jief4o/l Cf/1#1 1/lo( d~Tt~f/91~ N /Jfl'/.k4UJiolfi..Y {1ti•bUinm HPlml/:ml>y In tll<h ~l.tm Btlltjidsry ultn~hrtt, ~ t11Ntt41~QWI/.,.Iswlllle rrpt~t4 
~tMy~fNIIl.,P11ttr:f. Sumqf/Jalklr«ttkmll«//tmQ,.orw/H;.nyl<f••lloriiOiia:o{t!Jfoullb;rt•IJ!Jktorlm»>li.tltmyntim('I11W>f•llund...rlct. 
~. T~ ~put ht tn4 dt/al~ "'Y 'rlf<l•or 1101:ttlb1g purpotlfliJ lo~tl U11 Kl'ltilykm/" lhe r(rbfl ")m;J<tJ ~ ll<mftQ.,yorTnl#u; vtll• P'l ~/1011$ .,4 
Q(<IU<J, IRtliiJ!biltlltltfb~lt t.Unt«:AA40R)I~kiUMH1'1ft11,lnJ!1YIIlr11<><lkn« J'll!rtullftlrt/Ut ~orlN!Iu V'.AII~~· 
1. Tof"'y•l/mlltrt lty~ OifoNikliltfllllllJitllt.uesu4mmtwtlsl/!ttll•tniJ ~ lop.!ylO!Jnt lu~:•U rnar.,J.mttt4 d»tp.smkl ltm~; ratJrlnt<m~ 
~,./4fl">p<r!y~~·ttori7'Jiillffi'W~kprb'crlllj'lmr/ltnt¢;tflif~t>:YI11(t;!l,j~••4f1:10tu•if11TI:s1lull,/llt>IJMxtl~~,.,._.ttd~~efn 
~~~«<l>ilhlbtlrrlllsoflbto!<bmf,y=ll1<ti1>4Grro,lwlh>I~DII/>top/lorwt4«txli/J11111iojtht8tujidtry.Mfuw:lt-•i!<ont-l»llllt(11l))oflhttt~V>.<Id 
.,ullld lmt. ...,.., ... ll; /4lt1TIIIf<#PlDI!illJM.IliA~J/IU>IOIIIJII ~lilt( d"IJ" ~~lll>t fWF(rf$ ,.,..Jl)nkst htlrull}>rGmllol'l II#IO!i Mt!JII Pnl fo1 /1¥ f'lynqd 
by IJlt lkmjidi.yifony itld,llf><J ~Moll,..-. r;,._,.,J:ll•rt Joso MfWll nn/U4tlt alc}ttlllx7litr fils /mit. 
5. To I'" II h•nrJI>ltl,v•JI,{~"'''I.t'-lt'll "'l"'t:kf'IIU !y Bmfici•IY"'Tnl>ltt """""'It tllt prwW"" I•"P{. ""'~ brl<ru!fm• l<k if Pl'ff'lillurt, 11• 
~tdttl/lid141h< lultmltJ11t ~ wtltrllrt )'toPtls>:>y ,.,. Jlucim! •1<-oe trfwt/N ptlll'irl (IZ!!} Pftlllliii!Jll,r.lkhrwt t, ~lltt, 
G. s.t.../IIJ Grl!llorfoll I• vuk ~iiY ~yu.•wl et l1tf141lJI 1t1 U 1>/:itht )ltt:ll>llt!l, IM11 B.tnrjie/Nyot'/"r>>!!tl, !.II ~II ~II>~ 14 tolol1tl MII#JI•o!i<lt <f' 
Jm,nAtrf'IIJGlt4f<YI~Jt>//Jrotl/nr.lntCTA~~t.rfi-""YcMV.<IlMMitcf,~u~orJ.ikM•"'I"''"''''"""'''dll#Jijt!rulmlrtJtllhrw.y4cmr 
Httt$14'¥ to pn>ltctlht .strurlly krt¢/; ltUtfi~!JIIril'P$1u t.-/llf ••ll~ud ~mltr lq<tr~ssld ,.J'(/fY/vr llttl! flttpc<tJ:Ipt<AJ UIPIIII dl}rM. "''1/l'flfM vr 
ft'¥itllt'IPI"''MIV1o•lfrtlth<U<Jmtylom•/wlkr/shaff~oftrlll).drry<tThut.QM'·f~,..r,tlor~lu~UIJ~>~<>n.t...,r.~P..rt•orlhrt 
v;lrtdi lltth.: Jll4z!Uol•/rfllllr•pftNS to tqtf<f'ft rnpnW/ltnlo; 1114 bt tzttdrl>fl t•:l Midt P*'flt 1>r lutllfotdrlllhll DM1 cfTn!Jl ~ }t1Jicbi/Nfd1;0111< cr 
~ P"IJiht ~'<"'»ao/"'1""1<4 tl>lll.,vl ,_,i!lluU<n<o/s {«I. 
B.1tlt11Dihlll/yqrul: 
1, AhJ!IIffilfoJI•FMifthlo:nl1<cti61ll--fthV.y..,l<•""'flo<lfotl'li)lf<ll14</or/Jrjluyi•So>I~,.;ul)ltt••lll"rllhemf,uhtnlymlp><Jo>:l.tufl!<prl4fo 
eu...fi<llrv~t~MIIt>ylpp/yorn~mdt1111Aiesr<etlvtil~/r!QlnJ1Jt~ittwru:trand,{thCttl<t1ll.!lff<diUIMN~for.US~I~nbf~•lfir>crflbtr 
lllllrril!«. 
). 11/~F/IJI: M""<JJI •/'"¥ nur UNrld htn&y t.Jilrltt Jot hit, lttit.ftcbf1~1 1161"'*: /1/1 rft!tl dJMr I, ~tt pnnpl l"'!f>.>lnl r.l:m 4!14 •f~l/ c!Airi!Mt 
SI>Ol<lllf'i tr II lt<IAJ'llhfor<llforjillurtt, /opay. • 
3. At 1ny Jl"' w{rc:n !hu tolft~ JVIIkllll!o>Ufty 11mfren4rtfllmth~/t'1 ''~"" P/flUJf !fftlo<Sl ~/lknljldJfJIAAl prt&UJr.tr.loa !fslrlt Dml M4SA14nm for 
t~Jkru,m.~Oil!4wClll«t11frdr'otlh< ,-. ... 1 l~1Jlt¥•fnyp<~,.~forf"Y'•tnl cfw fntMllnw Htl17tdhlrttf, futliu JM;,<ttc.,...V•IIMitJY/'frlcff314 
~COIJs<nlh!Mtt#!nt•/NrJ""r"PM11.m./;/#tth•l""'1111tt>•!J"""""''Ikm•;w]obtln•11!J•rlviri'<n•pPlbfl«<tf$1Jlt11Wtl~bulb!JI11t 
lllltwkt•Umf. 
l. UI"''JwluOJ tt~uJitf~ l!•tl!lllk•l rll "'JillltMttilllltt~y fHW f«~f!>'li,ourtr/41rcjllll n•hP,'m~d 1114/1111 Pttl/1 1/ltTm/ufot 
OM<rllltlimiO>Il nlm6ln. M4 !lf"l poyutul of U.< 'lhu/N'l flu, ThtJ/t< w!/ /tli<1Vty, toilh<:!l 1«11l1!!11JI.iht pt<p<rlf i1wo Millm~JD4tt, Thmtf~ In ""II 
129372$ 
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~lltfU<niWhmiU!dtrof~'"lt'" or fo<liMk O>rldlidN pmfcflhl flllllifolntsllhttilf. 11>: Gti>IIN fnmhltffliNJI!UII nay!(lttin'kd<t!ll>< 
~tuptmnslts•!lyOI!fiWtkltiO'. • • 
5.1l,PiiJII:<1dni11n1y,CntnMhrtf,vt/v.ul<•mlmr}n"F''"'ilwfi<Wyf11¢1\eh~J=r...rwiMrily,lmwziMC<>11I~mcte,{a-'111n~<,tordltrlllt 
nut~ ®1tt111t41!¢UC,{Wipt;ptllyt$1Juvt>/~dJltUJ!}'<>yll;lr;lltmvltJtl-UithsG'r>1!1~r,prl#I'M:J4tfruii~JGtt:>tf«lnr11i'llff>lo["Jlllln~' 
$lOut~ /llrUjor ~IJ>Ufon•rmff r{rm<jlptllllml />ttrlllldtr. 11>1 rl.zld If «1/lfl llhf rtllln tudl Mls,/sml!l <J1tl p;e/<1~ tll"-l MYSI.I!11 (tflull B{#tfida'Y JrtiY ~I~"' 
• I&.JtiAIDout>~o!l<>iiMirllf~f,y•.ttnltt r.nrl•l1'9ftrltltrtt/m;M41i1111.-Jll rrstrtl~ lhiHtf'lfllif«yl«lllllyforlltt r.tdltiiiii~J~J•IIr • 
upanm!dt.~p>Uillf«roju/l~orMtypmiittttfj;(tlhhDIMIWttttlnfor~l>l~edltd•~tAr.-I~(m!UlM:ft"Ji4ildtbl/lfliJI#oF<flll11ttruf 
u•J"lfl. 11111 JF11Y lht fl1lll, rusmn 1>14 Q;}<!ISIS r{opmlt~n MJ ~rwu,.lndrtlb\t m!Oir>b!t•IIM!<ysp~ ~MY /J!klllt!J/1# ~1114 ktzly, ud t:c .,!dl 
lfrfir41'Btlll}itWyi""Y4<fmtiN. '11>itUittfl!$U~Inllllir!a'~lltfl<l/dp~QpUff.t~l'«/ttlflllif1?1dJtrnlf,ftlllt<oMmfll<lndlht•pp/l"lfo:•tl>ltt</•l 
•fomaf4 wlllt:l ttttt N """"'#JT!Itlfoull lttmou/irct t-/l&.h fit/Ill &llll plllttli!f l'o ft!lyiVdl thj:ntlf milt<, 
I- u,... /!fo!III *1 Crclltr tJr J'"YIM'f t/wtlnJJ~IdtltUJ<alrrJbutlly Ml• F<lfc- rl•trl'l''"""'' f.m,md<r, rl1 >~11ftJ ~<<llrul Nm:l s!..U lwp,Jt.ltlv 
«"""' iJJumii"JJII/<111~ lfiiU if IN 1/ll!ljldJty. ~~~~OJ> Ill>! I f/lkr,tftrhty, Jlw &ll<ji<htylill!ll<!for<t /Ill Nl(f•lfm r{lltli I>ud ljrnu4 «tho «>1/t<ll.,u of 
/J~Gmllor~rum4/!ut'Oy,Jl>mTJI!Ill¥"',!•1lm~JU .. IAmutlu•dtrlklnsrftltlS11ftcJlJIJM. 
?. il'lzslu {r ml vxfl<IIII~ '-PIW IJf'J J""fyhurlc ifpt•iln.r ult Unitt lifj'ollHr Ott/ t{trnsl9r oj~Jiy ulkn«)>rl'<mlltrg lrl ..,;idt t;M.ollr, ~IJIIjl<l4tfPt' 
7h!Sit.uilllll 'U JI'Vfy. • • 
#. 111ls0fflib)l'ni$J;pflltslo, btru I•IMb<"<fitt>{VIi.Hndtotlfl'illnhtnto, IMrllllrt, ~ J'<11'1!Wr<pmtll/i/lou, rf<<llmrtMdU!~ 7111/tm 
11tlll)!rl1Jv IMI VJ<I" lht Mldttl!Jid oovrtftlsl!wll rtnm4 htrtfly:tr VIAl nit /ut lm pluJst~ ''" )'!tllgtt Ih<Jt¥- ltlllih D«J if1i1<4 w.ltn<t 11.< tmll..rl *' 
~I lilt I; I/)(IIW!111h!t tttdtr/ndll4tl 11• ftt~~fpb~t-nlfot ltl~ltr, 'M ll>l 1/npig nl1J1fl.trlm11llW lht p/l""l , 
,i', DUB ON EAl.n'111fl1<>4n iJ j<MCn.tltM11'111114r""dCJt~tlti.UfJndlt.1llut<~ I~ lktuftd•ry lou tille.l MCnonJ•J'flMll~ Cnt~~lot'; l:!ttmtlntl" 
hitJITf"Jft(ly.ln4fllludJJI11111Tktl rOIIIfllffllf4111iltfllft 11111 fgt~Jlsm•dt.!fGn<nf•r/:tMJfm,Dt~lltm<lr lo trMJfu, 111/tlccr,C<>JmiOK d{. •II #f 
p•tt~/thpl•p<riy,or••Y"PI14llt/ntmdlhtrthr,w3liJryhyiu4,tc~lt~d/•rlu,J,ow/g.~IJUt11.1l411/lr~tmnln-•f•n•ytUIIIAlt,.llh~~X 
•plf•" topmlwr, •rHM topvt<Jrll!<t or1&niTAr qmmtr~~ 'Sb!tfollt'Y ~1A¥lt<1Arl itiiMU~IhlW eey Mtt<•), ~tl>lto/{t) 4mV~tiUNriiJI fnl lnll!<mi(•J 
tUS<d4ttd ~trm/IJI (Jmvd14/t/y4Jr6 wl t•YP&/t.li•IU!IIt1]JIIAJ11'1: wflll 1/r, hlfi1J pJs4 CIJ•IftfqiU 1/IJ..fs tW/flTzlp/11,.11 t:o1<1HM1 M4 bl 4 dtfAJllloflltC$ 
o~IIJ• lf""Jhw whlth 1J.tro Iiiii/ b1 M tlitl>tl'lf•~< or Air< •n.l w!Johll/•n/t th411 Mllt/J IJutt/idmy Ia t/ft<h<•h ony•M <II W11tldlu ~~~~ f,t ""1 
Uolt{f),ll,ltUiiWJ/(1} pK/I#fi«Jlri{V /11Jft11111UJI(I} IWDt/Aid lltfll<rillt, 
$TAT£0F/OI.JIO 
COUiffi' 01' 8QNW;VI!LE! 
) 
}U 
o.d \'t:> kB ,b<fo,.,.,.. IMt!!ldttlf.rul~ p<TUII<1/yl~ ' 
j~M./mif 
hi<W119ttltn~lf<1lll<ioWi1>l1'ff»>!M rvi-""'11111JU{>)4'ufA.bsm1<Jtolhi 
1'.'/qldJI IIJ ~Jowlh/W,.~~UtC!ItJtl!#SM<t: 
J!EQUlST .l'O.R lUU.li.ECONVtiY.!NC£ 
ff•~~~IU1l.,l1"'"'" Bfk 1>u 1:<111 ,r.(l 
'fT>IJmltttlgotd I$~~~ uvl <m!ltnd J>MtnJ 111 {JJdti.IMnimilllrtd 
&y 1/ltltili!JJ Ditl tf1hitf. 1111111 .. 1 smttt<l ,_ ~j.Jilypo{J. y,.,.,. 
1-Litleytff"UI<AMI. diT«!ttf fo oorcrl •II co/Jm<tt •f6Jddl~Slllltd 11)1 
liOUDndilnulliJl<li•nulf'Jq..,lllml"""""!y•lktsWt~..,,.,~~hy 
~ltmftrlhlw«. Tltlil>ROMISSOilytiO'TilOilH<Tn$1 AN!J 
liYIDIWCSSOI!fUJtTUiillAN!WRAIJDmC:mALADVANCESMUST 
Blll'/tt$1!N1'W Y.ffil'1111$11®UT, ' 
I'II<NC.IIrtrl!tll>!l\>l.l'f1!Cil I• 
li'.tfo/k<>Ingl 
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ASSIGNMENT OF NOTE & DEBD OF TRUST ·· 
Snake River Funding, LLC., the beneficiary under the Deed of Trust executed by 
. ' 
To: AmerlTitle ,\ 
.. 
reco~ded .3"' )~ ... nfl Insttumeut No. \1£1 '!11 Z.~ . of the Record of 
Mort$ages for Bonneville CoWlty, Idaho given to secure the payment ofpromissocy note for the sum. 
of$268,000,00 and interest, has ENDORSED said note and does hereby ASSIGN AND TR.Al;TSFER 
to D.A.F.C.O, LLC 
~1 :right, title and interest in said note and aU lights accrued under said Deed ofTrust. 
. ··nated: · 1.- \J-·fl2 
S.nal<e River Funding, Re -:Me... 
Instrument# 1298290 . 
IDAHO PAL!.S, l!ONNEVlLle-, JOAifO 
5.1·2008 Oli:02:1a No. of Puges: 1 
RecontiiQ ror: AM"r 
')': ···B~ 7 . 
RONAlD LONGMOR!i A1. l'eet3.00 
~.()ffkfo Recorder Dei!U!yc~ .,dtxi9:Asfi!<I/MSNT,D£E06FmilliJYI'f'1--~---
·. 
'. 
. .. " 
' 
STATE OF IDAHO ) •• 
)ss 
COUNTY OF BONNE\ll\.1£ ) • · • · 
On . _ !::1 ~ tl .,fl(; . before me, tha undi::rs1gned, personally appeared 
. .. 
.. 
·.· ..... · 
. . 
. . 
: 
· . 
. '
,. .. ..., ... ·---=-· __ .....,.... __ 
·. 
EXHIBIT C EXHIBIT C 
jt!~' ' 
~ '! ~' 
•, 
.. 
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: . ·. 19~ tQorth Woodruff· f Idaho 'Filii&, lrf B/3401 
.·. . ' {206} 62~·0B1e •. rax.6~·.4365 
.·. 
• - •• ~ •• : -t • • • • <io:RPOR.ATE·WA.nRANl'Y: · _, ~ 
.·' .. 
5:' ·. : .. : .... : •·. ·:: ::.- 'Tb~·~~NEFiFimt,' ~'NAiE'·~~:~iN~~ me./ .UQ~e~ a .certain' D~d: ir;xru~(;:";_-....... ~: .; .. 
exeouted by, JodfJ'tn:fM. as GR.ANI'Oll, to , · Amer1Hti~ , tu! 'l'RUSl'EE1 dated .. March 13.20!)».: . 
.... , 
• t 
nttd reeorcJed on Mar{lb 184~08 ·• flB Instrument No·,. l32'8l89Q · , · reoordsfn . · 
·County, i~aHo~. glv~n .to. ~9¢~W t~e ·{>ayment of. ~ ,promJssoty. note for the sum -ot .$268.000,· ... 
together with mterest tltereo.it; d!cf eniforsc said note and. did Melgn and friUlsfer to PJ\J!.C,Q~;LLC,. ·. · 
.AS.SlGNEE1 all right, title and Interest ln snfd noto, together w11l1 all rlshts ac«ucd or. to acoma under 
snld:Oeed oftnjst: . . : .. · .. ". ·:: :. ~ · .. :. . . . : . :·. . . ~:.:.; : . 
This Corporate Watflll\ty·p~rta'rns to s~ld Deed of'rnts't and Pto.tnissory Note which pertaln to· . 
certain reaf property located In .. JlQnnwlt'n Cou!lty,1dllho, which i* riloro partloulady 
'dasorlbed as follows: · ·· · ·· · · · . . 
· · Legal rioscdpllon 
Lbl25,Biook 18,CMtore Loma,lJivislon No 23,1o the County ofBonnevllle, State ofTdaho, according to 
fha recor<fad plate thereof. 
For vatuo r¢celved1 the aenofiolnry, fot itaelf, Jts suooessors and asaJgns do~ hereby covemmt, 
wattant and sha1l defend the aforesaid Jnter~t pettainlllg to aald prem!sl.ls for tho ASSIGNEE. forever 
nsafnst lhe lawful o{a{ms and causes of ell pprsons. · Tha wt~rrenly contained herein Js not imhsferrAbl~ by 
the Assign eo to their hefrs~ suocessot& and assigns) ,;lthout th~ ox press wrlttoo consont ofSnake River 
Funding, Inc. 
DATED this __11_. dfo/ ofApril,2008. 
STATB OF lDARO 
Co\lntyof lPDl'\aH \l.Q. 
) 
ss 
) 
.· 
. 
. 
· Snako Rl~er :Funding, lt!i. 
~ 
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Holden Kidwell 
Hahn & CrapoP.L.L.C. 1000 Riverwalk Drive, Suite 200 PO Box50!30 !daho Falls, Idaho 83405 
LAW OFFICES 
Tel: (208) 523-0620 
Fax: (208) 523-9518 
\\"Ww.holdcnlcgal.com 
E-MAIL chomer@holdenlegal.com 
John Holt 
Stewa1i Title Guaranty Company 
923 S. Bridge Way Place #140 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
June 5, 2009 
Re: STGC ITS# S023-0100758-08 
Dear Mr. Holt: 
STGC INSURED: Snake River Funding, Inc. 
Policy No: M-9302-000902792 
RECEIVED 
JUN t 0 2009 
STG-Boise 
The following is a status report on the above matter. As you are aware fi·om my earlier 
reports, Jarvis has filed a Chapter 7 bankruptcy case, 09-40204 JDP. We have filed a motion to lift 
stay and an objection to the homestead exemption claimed in the schedules. The trustee and a 
creditor, New Phase objected to the motion to lift stay. A preliminary hearing on our motion to lift 
the stay was held this week. Jim Spinner, counsel for the trustee, and Rob Maynes, counsel for 
creditor New Phase appeared at that hearing to support their objections to the motion to lift stay. The 
comi set the matter for an evidentiary hearing on July 28, 2009. The trustee has also filed a motion 
for an order pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule 2004 authorizing an examination of the debtor (Joshua 
Jarvis) and his wife (Rebecca Chiappini-Jarvis). The order granting the Rule 2004 examination of 
the debtor Joshua Jarvis should be entered any day, the motion with respect to the debtor's wife was 
flied on Friday, June 5, 2009 and is scheduled for hearing on June 24,2009 if there is any objection. 
We intend to participate in the examinations which will probably be held on June 25, 2009. 
As you are aware, the primary issue in this matter is the validity of the deed of trust executed 
by Joshua Jarvis, as a married man dealing with his sole and separate prope1ty without any consent 
of his wife. Both the trustee and New Phase have objected to lifting the stay on that basis. We 
anticipate that through the Rule 2004 examinations we will obtain testimony which will allow us to 
better evaluate this issue. Our memorandum of authorities is due on July 24, 2009 if the matter 
proceeds to evidentiary hearing on July 28, 2009 . 
.tstablished in 1896 
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Jolm Holt 
June 5, 2009 
Page 2 of2 
The US Trustee and another creditor have initiated actions to deny the debtor a discharge. 
New Phase has also flled a motion to extend the time within which to object to discharge. A hearing 
on that motion is currently scheduled for Jtme 24, 2009. 
We have confirmed with AmeriTitle that there have been no declaration ofhomesteads filed 
for the subject property. We have also received, and provided to opposing counsel, copy of an 
affidavit ofthe debtor and his wife that asserts that the subject real property was part of his business 
and not intended as their residence. 
Enclosed please find a copy of the affidavit referred to above, ou/motion to lift the stay, and 
the objections to our motion. 
cc Dale Thomson 
Richard Hajek 
encl. 
G:\WPDATA\CAH\15394\Lcttcr, John Holt, 2009-06-0S.wpd 
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Affidavit 
State of Idaho 
ss. 
Coun£ of Bonneville 
Joshua Jarvis and Rebecca Chiapplnl Jarvis, being first duly sworn; state: 
1. Were~lgeat (?; r T / .-. ......... 
· L%9 E. rf 0;;; . ...4/*"w /-4.?-'a t.. 9«~ 
2. I am an adult competent to le6fify. All matters stated In this affidavit are based upon my 
personal knowredge or upon my Information end belieffollowlng a reasonable 
tnvestlgatlon. · ~ z_ ~ 1 .I 
3. We h~lVE~ been married and re~lding fn Idaho for more tha!J)\ydaUII of our property 
has been acquired since we Were tnarrled • 
. 4. Joshua is a home builder and conducts business under the name J's Construction. 
5. J's construction Is building a home on Lot 25, Block 18l Com ore Loma Olvision No, 23, 
Bonnevll!e County Idaho. The home being bt.lilf on that lot is being buill on speculaiion. 
J's Construction usually has at least one more homes beirig buill on speculallon. A 
speculation home is one not built for a knoWn buyer. 
6. As soon as the home on Lot 2S Is compieted it will be fisted for sale. 
7. The home oh lot 25 ts not intended for use as our home, or for arty other persohal or 
family use. It is part of the commercial business of J's construction. 
8. The loans obtained ffom New Ph~se Investments LlC have been obtain for purposes of 
paying persons Who have supplied lab9r and materials to our business - J's construction. 
Dated: Octo , 200$. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this£ day of October, 2008. 
jt/~~~~ 
~bile for..l}:l.tlv 
Residing at IdahO Falls, Idaho 
Commiss!~n expires: Cfp1-
(Seal) 
Case 09-40204-JDP Doc 37 Filed 05/22/09 Entered 05/22/09 15:55:03 Desc Main 
Jim Spinner, Esquire 
SERVICE, SPINNER & GRAY 
1335 East Center- P.O. Box 6009 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205-6009 
Telephone: (208) 232-4471 
FAX: (208) 232-1808 
Idaho State Bar No. 3417 
E-mail: spinjim@cableone.net 
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Attorneys for R. Sam Hopkins, Trustee 
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
DISTRICT OF IDAHO 
In the Matter of: ) Case No. 09-40204-JDP 
) 
) Chapter7 
JOSHUA MICHAEL JARVIS, ) 
Debtor. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
TRUSTEE'S OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR RELIEF 
FROM THE 11 U.S.C. § 362 STAY OF D.A.F.C.O., LLC 
COMES NOW, R. Sam Hopkins, Trustee, and pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362 and F.R.B.P. 
4001, and L.R.B.P. 4001.2, and hereby objects to the Motion For ReliefFrom The Automatic Stay, 
filed by D.A.F.C.O., LLC ("Secured Creditof'), upon the grounds and for the reasons that: 
OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM 11 U.S. C. § 362 STAY - Page 1 
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1. Secured Creditor seeks stay relief on a parcel of real prope1ty commonly known as: 
5600 South Highwillow Lane, and particularly described as Lot 25, Block 18, Comore Lorna, 
Division No. 23, to the County of Bonneville, State ofidaho. 
2. The debt of Secured Creditor is secured by a deed of trust on said property, signed 
only by the Debtor, as Grantor, "a married man dealing with his sole and separate prope1ty." 
3. The property is claimed as a homestead by the Debtor. 
4. The Debtor was married at the time the deed of trust was signed and is, upon best 
information and belief, still married. 
5. The Trustee is presently not aware of anything that would not make the subject 
prope1tycommunitypropetty, and would be propertyofthe estate pursuant to 11 U.S. C. §54l(a)(2). 
To the extent such is community property, and the Debtor's spouse did not waive or transfer her 
community and homestead interest in the real property, the deed of trust would not be effective 
pursuant to Idaho Code §55-1 007 
/ 
WHEREFORE, the Trustee objects to the Secured Creditor's Motion For ReliefFrom The 
Automatic Stay and requests that the Court continue the automatic stay on the property until the 
effectiveness of the Secured Creditor's deed of trust is determined. The TnJstee requests that the 
matter be set for preliminmy hearing, pursuant to the Notice of Preliminary Hearing filed herewith. 
DATED May22, 2009. 
SERVICE, SPINNER & GRAY 
Attomeys for R. Sam Hopkins, Trustee 
By lsi 
Jim Spinner 
OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR RELlEF FROM II U.S.C. s 362 STAY- Page 2 
56 
Case 09-40204-JDP Doc 37 Filed 05/22/09 Entered 05/22/09 15:55:03 Desc Main 
Document Page 3 of 3 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY on May 22, 2009, I served a true and conect copy ofthe foregoing 
document as follows: 
U.S. Trustee 
ustp.regionl8.bs.ecf@usdoj.gov 
R. Fred Cooper, Esq. 
rfclaw@ida.net 
Charles A. Homer, Esq. 
chomer@holdenlegal.com 
Karl R. Decker, Esq. 
Kdecker@holdenlegal.com 
Joshua Michael Jarvis 
1969 E. 491h South 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
[ ] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
[x] ECF Notice 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
[ x] ECF Notice 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
(x] ECFNotice 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
[x] ECF Notice 
[ J Facsimile 
[x] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
[ ] ECF Notice 
[ ] Facsimile 
Jim Spinner 
OBJECTiON TO MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM I I U.S.C. § 362 STAY - Page 3 
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ROBERT J. MAYNES, ISB No. 6905 
Attorney at Law 
P. 0. Box 3005 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Telephone: (208) 552-6442 
Facsimile: (208) 522-1334 
Email: mayneslaw@hotmail.com 
Attorney for New Phase Investments, LLC 
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
DISTRICT OF IDAHO 
In re: Case No. 09-40204 JDP 
JARVIS, JOSHUA MICHAEL., Chapter 7 
Debtor. 
OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM STAY 
COMES NOW New Phase Investments, LLC, by and through its attorney of 
record, Robert J. Maynes, Esq., and hereby objections to-the Motion for Relief from 
Automatic Stay, filed by DAFCO, LLC, upon the following grounds: 
1. DAFCO, as successor in interest to Snake River Funding, LLC, requests 
relief from the automatic stay on a parcel of real property commonly known as 5600 S. 
Highwillow Lane, Idaho Falls, ID 83406, and more particularly described as Lot 25, 
Block 18, Comore Lorna, Division No. 23, Bonneville County, Idaho, according to the 
Plat recorded June 21,2006 as Instrument No. 1227833; 
2. The underlying debt of DAFCO is secured by a deed of trust on said 
property, signed only by the Debtor, as Grantor, "a married man dealing with his sole and 
separate property." 
566 
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3. The property is claimed as a homestead by the Debtor; however, DAFCO 
has filed an Objection to Homestead Exemption (Doc. 25); 
4. The Debtor was married at the time the deed of trust was executed and is 
still married. 
5. New Phase Investments, LLC is presently not aware of anything that 
would not make the subject real property community property; to the extent the Debtor's 
spouse did not waive or transfer her community interest in the real property, DAFCO's 
deed of trust is not an effective transfer pursuant to Idaho Code § 55- I 007; 
6. It also appears that the Debtor's spouse has not waived or transfeLTed her 
community interest in the real property, making DAFCO's deed of trust an invalid 
transfer under Idaho Code § 32-912. 
WHEREFORE New Phase Investments, LLC objects to DAFCO's Motion for 
Relief Stay and requests that the Court continue the automatic stay on the property until 
the validity of DAFCO's deed of trust can be determined. New Phase Investments, LLC 
also requests that this Objection be set for Preliminary Hearing on June 2, 2009 at 9:30 
a.m.-the same date and time as the Preliminary Hearing on the Trustee's Objection to 
OAF CO's Motion. 
DATED: May 23,2009 
Is/ Robert J. Mgynes 
ROBERT J. MAYNES 
OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM STAY 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on May 23, 2009, I filed a copy of the attached 
OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM STAY with the Comi via CM/ECF 
and the following patties are reflected as receiving the Notice of Electronic Filing as 
CM/ECF Registered Pa1iicipants: 
PARTIES SERVED: 
R Fred Cooper on behalf of Debtor Joshua Jarvis 
rfdaw@ida.net, coopavery@ida.net 
Karl R Decker on behalf of Creditor D.A.F.C.O., LLC 
kdecker@holdenlegal.com, mbullock@holdenlegal.com 
R Sam Hopkins 
JD07 @ecfcbis.com, ID07 @ecfcbis.com 
Gary L McClendon on behalf of Plaintiff US Trustee 
gary.mcclendon@usdoj.gov 
James A Spinner on behalf of Trustee R Hopkins 
spinjim@cableone.net 
US Trustee 
ustp.region18.bs.ecf@usdoj.gov 
I HEREBY CERTIFY FURTHER that on May 23, 2009, I served a copy of the 
attached OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM STAY on the following 
parties via postage prepaid, first class, U.S. Mail: 
Joshua M. Jarvis 
1969 E. 49th South 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
Executed May 23, 2009: 
Is/ Robert J. Maynes 
ROBERT J. MAYNES 
OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM STAY 
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Thomson Law Offices, Chartered 
DALE P. lHO.MSON 
l!EAUIER HENDERSON 
of Ccu.uael: 
PHIUP A PACKER• 
•Also aclmltted in Ut.ah 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
AITORJ\TEYS AT LAW 
115 BAST .Z..iAIN STREET 
P. 0. Box609 
REXBURG, ID 83440 
May4, 2009 
TO: Stewart Title Guaranty Company 
Claims Department 
P. 0. Box 2029 
Houston, TX 77252-2029 
CC: AmerJtitle 
P.O. Box 51690 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405-1690 
Re; 
Insured: 
Policy Number: 
Date of Policy: 
Amount of Insurance: 
Office File Number: 
N arne of Grantor: 
To Whom it may concern: 
Snake River Funding, lnc. 
M-9302-000902792 
March 18,2008- 2:34P.M. 
$268,000.00 
. 10-44797 
Josh M. Jarvis 
Telephone: {408) 356-9000 
Facl!itnile: (408) 356-9336 
e•:matl: thoru.sou@nstep.net 
e•mail, he.oth~rh@rtsl.ep.uet 
Received at 
STG HOU-TX 
MAY 112~ 
~Assigned To:--. _ _.. 
I have been in touch with Chuck Homer regarding the progress of the above entitled matter. It 
appears that the litigation will take some time to complete. There is even discussion of finishing the 
home and then waiting until it sells. 
I have been in touch with the investor that has made demand upon Snake River for immediate 
payment or he will file suit. He is losing significant interest on this case on a daily basis. 
Furthermore, he is incurring attorney fees that are separate from Mr. Just in representing his interests. 
Please make immediate arrangements with me to make payment on this matter. You can be assigned 
the interest and recoup your own costs without my c1ient having to suffer the current consequences. 
Your immediate attention would be appreciated. 
Sincerely~ 
Dale P. Thomson, Esq. 
'• .· 
•, .· 
i. 
5 
·. ~ .. 
',' 
.. : 
. Thomso:q Law ()ffices, ~ha.rtere4 · 
. APROFESSIO:NALCO~ORATION . 
..._,.....,.,.__---.,__,..-"':'"":-~_...;....,._,.;---'- 'ATTORNEYS AT LAw' ,.-, -----'.,..--~-:--"-.,...,--,---'----'-­
'or:counsel: 
Pi:HLIP'A. ·PACKER* 
* l\lSO 8:dmilted fu Uiim 
h5EAS'l' MAIN STRBE;r ' ' ' 
. p;:o:Bo:x: 6W. · 
REXBUR\1, ID 83440 
June· I, 2009 
TO: .. ~ SteW.a~t Title Gl(ar~nty Compaiiy 
:Ciidnis »epa:rhnent ·. 
·;P.~ O.<BoX 2029 . . - .·· 
· JJou~ton;·';tX 77252.:.2029 
..... '. . ··. 
cc: · ·~ A:rit~ritiile 
. •· p.(fBox Sl690. . ,,, •. ,·: 
.. ·· l:.dah~;:Fans; :ip · s34os~l69o 
.. : .. 
. Re: 
.. ·· 
. · ·Jns~red: ' ·.. . , . . ·snak~ Rive; Funding, hie. · 
·. · ·P6Jicy:Nu.mberi · . · M.;93i:>2:ooo~oz792· · ·· · 
··. ~~te_ofi>.olicy:: · · . . .M.archl8,2008- 2~34 P.M; 
· Amount of insurance: · · · .· $26?,90()~00 . · · 
· O:ince:Fne Nu.ri.ber:'. ·10-44797 ·. · 
-l¥~m~ ·of:Gtantor:: 
. . . ~ ': ' . ~ . 
to~ Whom it may ·coneem~ · 
• ' :· ... ~\ • • ~ • • -<:' •• ;. 
.. -' 
·· · Tele:r>hone: . tzos) 3St>-9(J{)O · 
F~csifnile: 1208)356-9.336 
e-mail: thomson@ristep.n~t 
: ' .· ... ~o~. ot ~bo~t Mri)) ;: io'o9 ,r\:Vrote to yoti .conc~tnlng the abov~-refe~e~pedpla#er. At tha£ ~m~i . . . 
; iildicateq:to you fhatmyCliebt islosimi money each day anq that he is not able to wait for the process. 
;oflitig?tioll. · · · · · · ' · · · · · · · · · · · 
' .. 
.. Tam th~tefore rp.akmg ·demand f.;r· paYl,llent WithiJ;l. the next t~n days or. suit ·WilL b~ fUed without 
·fi!rthe:(l,lotice .. · · , . · · · · , · ' ~ · . < · · . .. ,, · · . · · · · · · · ·. · . . {· 
· A.s.I h1di~~t~d .in my .previous letter, you ,can he. assigtied th~ interest ~ci ·tecoup ycmr ·own costs· 
'witl:tout my 9lieiit having to suffe(th~'cu,rrenfconseqrience's. your immediate attention is required: . ' 
< :~ • • • • ' • ~. 
. ]?lease r~p~nidh-·. · . . 
:. : 
•.· . ~ 
.·.:· 
· -D~T/ms. · 
. :. 7303 .:\verY \Letter f<? Stewart Title 
·.· - ' .. 
,. '· 
·.:.-. ···: 
t < • '• 
.. ' 
... ~.ly;l :N:::J 
·.1<7:· 
pa.Je P.·Thcimson,Esq, · 
' ~ ' . . ; . 
=· 
.~.". t-·-.. ·~j ··v·· ..... 
.. \J V\J 
SRF:260 
· .. 1. 
' ' 
.. ' 
·f 
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Thomson Law Offices, Chartered 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
------------------AtTORNEYSATLAw------------------
DALE P. TROHSON , 
TROY E. RAS.MUSSEN 
Of Counsel: 
PHILIP A. PACKER* 
*Also admil:ted in Utah 
115 BAsT MAIN STREET 
P. 0. Box609 
REXBURG, ID 83440 
August 31, 2009 
TO: Stewart Title Guaranty Company 
Claims Department 
P. 0. Box 2029 
Houston, TX 77252-2029 
CC: Amerititle 
P.O. Box 51690 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405-1690 
Attn: John Holt 
Re: 
Insured! 
·STGC'File Number: 
Policy Number: 
Date of'Policy: 
Amount of Insurance: 
Office File Number: 
Name of Grantor: 
My Office File Number: 
Dear Mr Holt, 
Snake River Funding, Inc. (Jarvis) 
. . 8023--0100758-08 . . . 
11-9302-000902792 
March 18,2008 - 2:34P.M . 
. . ·$268,000.00. 
10-44797 
Josh M. Jarvis 
7303 
Telephone: (208) 356-9000 
Facsimile: (408) 356-9336 
e•:mail: thomson@:ru;tap.net 
On or about November 26,2008, I wrote to your company concerning the above-referenced matter. 
At that time I indicated to you that my client is losing money each day and that he i~ not able to wait 
for the process oflitigation~ I have since written to you on May 4> 2009 and June 1, 2009. You have 
refused to respond to any of my letters regarding a resolution of this matter. · 
I am therefore making demand for payment within the next ten days or suit will be :filed without 
further notice. 
The current amount owe to my client is the sum of$255,140.35, as of8/14/09. Interest is accruing 
~ttherate of$76.71233 per diem. · · 
As I indicated in my previous letter, you can be assigned the interest and recoup your own costs 
without my client having to suffer the current consequences. The policy limits are fast approaching 
!i7 
- ------·------
Letter to Stewart Title 
8/31/09 
page2 _ 
and my client is losing money on a daily basis. His payments are normally reinvested and withe 
the payments, he is losing substantial funds. My client is being substantiallyprejudiced by your Ja, 
of payment. Furthennore, I believe your action constitutes badfaith pursuant to statute. 
Your inunediate attention is required. 
Please respond! 
DPT/ms 
Dale P. Thomson, Esq. 
7303 Avery\I.etter to Ste,..,rtTitle 
., 
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Dale P. Thomson 
Thomson Law Offices 
115 East Main Street 
PO Box609 
Rexburg, ID 83440 
Dear Mr. Thomson: 
September 4, 2009 
Re: Our File No. S023-0100758-08 
Policy No. 0-9302-000902792 ("Policy") 
Snake River Funding, Inc. ("Insured") 
923 S. Bridgeway Place 
Suite 140 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
208-938-6036 
888-596-6036 
FAX 208-938-5334 
jholt@stewart.com 
NYSE:STC 
John Holt 
Claims Counsel 
Stewart Title Guaranty Company ("Stewart") is in receipt of your letter dated August 31, 2009. 
Stewart disputes the allegations made in your fetter regarding refusal to respond to any correspondence 
regarding resolution of the matter and your recollection of contacts made to discuss the claim. In particular, 
my records indicate that I personally talked to your client (the Inured) multiple times and I have attempted to 
contact you by phone as well. I left a detailed message for you regarding the status of the case and with my 
phone number but you chose not to return the call. In addition, you are very well aware that Stewart hired 
Chuck Homer to represent the Insured in this matter and you have talked to him and/or Karl Decker in his 
office to discuss the matter numerous times. Mr. Homer and Mr. Decker have further copied you on all status 
reports regarding the progress of this matter. 
You have also pointed out the amount due under the underlying note with accruing interest and your 
implied request that Stewart payoff the Insured in exchange for on assignment. While purchasing the 
indebtedness is an option under the Policy to settle the claim (Section 7 of the Conditions) it is not the only 
option. Stewart has the right under the policy to initiate and prosecute any action or proceeding to establish 
the lien of the insured deed of trust. Please see Section 5. (b) and (c) of the Conditions which states: 
(a) ·The Company shall have the right, in addition to the options contained in Section 7 of 
these Conditions, at its own cost, to initiate and prosecute any action or proceeding or to 
do any other act that in its opinion may be necessary or desirable to establish the Title or 
the lien of the Insured Mortgage, as insured, or to prevent or reduce loss or damage to 
the Insured. The Company may take any appropriate action under the terms of this 
policy, whether or not it shall be liable to the Insured. The exercise of these rights shall 
not be an admission of liability or waiver of any provision of this policy. If the Company 
exercises its rights under this subsection, it must do so diligently. 
(b) Whenever the Company brings an action or asserts a defense as required or permitted by 
this policy, the Company may pursue the litigation to a final determination by a court of 
competent jurisdiction, and it expressly reserves the right, in its sole discretion, to 
appeal any adverse judgment or order. 
Page-2 
Litigation is the course of action Stewart is taking to establish the lien of the insured deed of trust®. At 
th:s time the matter is progressing in a diligent manner and you are being kept apprised of that progress. 
Section 9 of the Conditions limits the liability of Stewart when it initiates and prosecutes action to establish 
the insured lien. Section 9 states: 
(a) If the Company establishes the Title, or removes the alleged defect, lien, or 
encumbrance, or cures the lack of a right of access to or from the Land, or cures the 
claim of Unmarketable Title, or establishes the lien of the Insured Mortgage, all as 
insured, in a reasonably diligent manner by any method, including litigation and the 
completion of any appeals, it shall have fully performed its obligations with respect to 
that matter and shall not be liable for any loss or damage caused to the Insured. 
(b) In the event of any litigation, including litigation by the Company or with the Company's 
consent, the Company shall have no liability for loss or damage until there has been a final 
determination by a court of competent jurisdiction, and disposition of all appeals, adverse 
to the Title or to the lien of the Insured Mortgage, as insured. 
At this time Stewart is diligently proceeding forward to establish the insured lien. Pursuant to Section 9 
Stewart has no liability for any loss or damage if it establishes the insured lien. In the event the lien is not 
established liability incurs after a final determination of the litigation and any appeals. 
In summary, Stewart disputes the allegations in your August 3lletter and your recollection of 
contacts made with you regarding resolution of this claim as there has been numerous documented contacts 
with you. In addition, at this time Stewart is not interested in the Insured's request for Stewart to purchase 
the indebtedness in exchange for an assignment. Instead, Stewart will continue to diligently litigate to 
establish the insured deed of trust and we will continue to keep you posted of that progress. Please call if you 
have any questions. 
Claims Counsel 
cc: Derek Matthews 
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF IDAHO 
JOSHUA MICHAEL JARVIS 
Case No. 09-40204-JDP 
Chapter 7 
Debtor, 
ORDER GRANTING RELIEF FROM THE AUTOMATIC STAY 
Upon consideration of the record before this Court and the Motion for Relief 
from the Automatic Stay filed by D.A.F.C.O., LLC ("Movant"), Docket No. 25 ("Motion"), 
with notice of the Motion having been given in accordance with the applicable Federal 
Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure and Local Bankruptcy Rules, and the objections of R. 
Sam Hopkins, Trustee having been withdrawn by filing "Trustee's Withdrawal of 
Objection to Motion for Relief from the 11 U.S.C. § 362 Stay ofD.A.F.C.O., LLC" as 
Docket No. 62 on July 20, 2009, and the objections of New Phase Investments, LLC 
having been withdrawn by filing "Withdrawal of New Phase Investments, LLC's 
Objection to Motion for Relief from Stay" as Docket No. 65 on July 22, 2009 and no 
objections having been raised, and good cause existing: 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 
The Automatic Stay imposed by 11 U.S.C. § 362(a) is hereby terminated as to 
Movant and to the subject property described as: 
s6oo South Highwillow Lane and more particularly described as: 
~ 
Lot 25, Block 18, Comore Lorna, Division No. 23, to the County of 
Bonneville, State of Idaho, according to the recorded plat thereof. 
Together with any and all improvements, water and ditch rights, 
easements, tenements, hereditaments and appurtenances thereunto 
belonging or in anywise appertaining, and any reversion, remainder, 
Case 09-40204-JD ,c 66 Filed 07/24/09 Entered . J9 16:52:55 Desc Main 
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rents, issues and profits thereof. 
* The requirements of Rule 4001(a)(3) of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy 
Procedure are hereby waived and this Order shall become effective upon entry./ /end of 
text/ I 
Dated: July 24, 2009 
~ 
Honorable Jim D. Pappas 
United States Bankruptcy Judge 
Submitted by: 
Is/ Karl R. Decker 
Karl R. Decker 
Attorneys for D.A.F.C.O., LLC 
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G. Lance Nalder, Esq., ISB #3398 
Lane A. Blake, Esq., ISB #8645 
NALDER LAW OFFICE PC 
591 Park Avenue Suite 201 
Idaho Falls ID 83402 
Telephone: 208.542.0525 
Facsimile: 208.542.1002 
Attorneys for Petitioner Snake River Funding, Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
SNAKE RIVER FlJNDING, INC., and 
DAFCOLL, 
Petitioner, 
V. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, and Does 1-10 
Respondent. 
Case No. CV~2010~280 
ORDER DISMISSING PLAINTIFF SNAKE 
RIVER FUNDING, INC. 
The Court having received and reviewed the stipulation between Plaintiff, Snake River 
Funding, Inc., and defendant Stewart Title Guaranty Company, for dismissal of Plaintiff, Snake 
River Funding, Inc., with prejudice, and good cause otherwise appearing, 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, AND THIS DOES ORDER, that 
Plaintiff Snake River Funding, Inc. is hereby dismissed as a party plaintiff in this matter, with 
prejudice. ~EC~IVE~ 
BY: 580 
DATED this ~ay ofNovemb(r)Ol2. 
Dan ins, Jr. 
Magistrate Judge 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that I am the duly elected and qualified Clerk of the District Court of the Seventh 
Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Bonneville; that I mailed [or 
delivered by courthouse box] a copy ofthe foregoing ORDER DISMISSING PLAINTIFF SNAKE 
A 
{ " ' ~ . A·u-'h .... ·~ 
RIVER FUNDING, INC. to the following attorneys this day of:N~ber, 2012. 
GLANCE NALDER ESQ 
NALDER LAW OFFICE PC 
591 PARK AVENUE SUITE 201 
IDAHO FALLS ID 83402 
MICHAEL T SPINK ESQ 
RICHARD H ANDRUS ESQ 
SPINK BUTLER LLP 
PO BOX 639 
BOISE ID 83701 
STEPHEN D HALL ESQ 
PETERSEN MOSS HALL & OLSEN 
485 E STREET 
IDAHO FALLS ID 83402 
6440-1/order dismiss 
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Stephen D. Hall, Esq., ISB # 2444 
Nathan M. Olsen, Esq. ISB #7373 
PETERSEN Moss HALL & OLSEN 
485 "E" Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
(208) 523-4650 (phone) 
(208) 524-3391 (fax) 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, DAFCO LLC. 
IN THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRlCT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC., 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., 
and Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2010-280 
MOTION TO FILE THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 
Plaintiff, DAFCO LLC., by and through counsel and pursuant to Rule 15(a) and 20(a) 
of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, hereby moves for an order allowing plaintiff leave to 
file its Third Amended Complaint. The general effects of this amendment would be to 
1) add a bad faith claim against Defendants Stewart Title and AmeriTitle for the 
extreme delays in responding to and acting upon claims covered under the title 
policy. 
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2) switches Snake River Funding from plaintiff to defendant, based on its warranty 
that it had granted DAFCO LLC. (thus eliminating the apparent conflict of 
interest). 
3) clarifies and adds specificity to the existing claims against AmeriTitle, Inc., with 
regard to its breach of contractual and fiduciary duties in its role as escrow agent. 
This amendment is necessary at this time because of recent developments in this case, 
including the recent decision by the Supreme Court and a substitution of counsel for DAFCO 
LLC., to eliminate a conflict of interest between the plaintiffs, DAFCO LLC., and Snake 
River Funding, LLC. 
l J yf;_ 
DATED this _7 __ day of December 2012. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I am a duly licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, with my office in 
d"J-l.-
Idaho Falls, Idaho, and that on the _CIY_· day of December, 2012, I served a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document on the persons listed below by first class mail, with the correct 
postage thereon, or by causing the same to be delivered in accordance with Rule 5(b), LR.C.P. 
Persons Served: 
Lance Nalder, Esq. 
NALDER LAW OFFICE 
591 Park Avenue, Suite 201 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
FAX: (208) 542-l 002 
EMAIL: gln@nalderlaw.com 
Richard Andrus, Esq. 
SPINK BUTLER 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83702 
FAX: (208) 388-1001 
EMAIL: randrus@spinkbutler.com 
MOTION TO FILE THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT- 3 
Method of Service: 
( ) mail ( ) hand (vJfax ( ) email 
/ 
/. ( ) mail ( ) hand (a.-:1 fax ( ) email 
Natha M. Olsen 
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Stephen D. Hall, Esq., ISB # 2444 
Nathan M. Olsen, Esq. ISB #7373 
PETERSEN Moss HALL & OLSEN 
485 "E" Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
(208) 523-4650 (phone) 
(208) 524-3391 (fax) 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, DAFCO LLC. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCO LLC., 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
STEW ART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., 
and Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2010-280 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
AMEND COMPLAINT 
Rule 15(a) ofthe Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure governs the amendment of pleadings. In 
relevant part, it provides, that after a responsive pleading has already been filed: 
" ... a party may amend a pleading only by leave of court ... and leave shall be 
freely given when justice so requires." 
Rule 20(a) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, provides in part that: 
"All persons may be joined in one action as defendants if there is asserted against jointly, 
severally, or in the alternative, any right to relief in respect of or arising out the of same 
transaction, occurrence, or series of transactions or occurrences and if any question of law 
or fact common to all of them will arise in the action." 
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The plaintiffs amended complaint makes several necessary amendments, that because of 
the nature of such changes including new claims, could not be made until after recent develop-
ments, including the decision of the Supreme Court in this case. It adds a bad faith claim against 
Defendants Stewart Title and AmeriTitle for the extreme delays in responding to and acting upon 
claims covered under the title policy. The amendment also switches Snake River Funding from 
plaintiff to defendant, based on its warranty that it had granted DAFCO LLC. (thus eliminating 
the apparent conflict of interest). Finally, it also clarifies and adds specificity to the existing 
claims against AmeriTitle with regard to its breach of contractual and fiduciary duties in its role 
as escrow agent. 
Whether or not to grant leave to amend is a decision left to the sound discretion of the 
court. In the interest of justice, courts should favor liberal grants of leave to amend a complaint. 
Hines v. Hines, 129 Idaho 84 7, 934 P2d 20 (1997). This rule's purpose is two-fold. First, it is to 
allow each claim to be determined on its merits rather than on a procedural technicality. Second, 
it is to relegate pleadings to the limited role of notice pleading, rather than place artificial and 
unwarranted limitations on the litigation. Clark v. Olsen, 110 Idaho 323, 715 P.2d 993 (1986). 
Accordingly, Idaho trial courts have routinely granted these motions as a matter of course. 
Exceptions have been made when there is a significant prejudice to the opposing party. For 
example, if the motion is made after court-imposed deadlines, adds parties that were earlier 
dismissed, at a time that multiple discovery deadlines had passed, a court might rightly refuse to 
allow the amendment. Maroun v. Wyreless Sys., 141 Idaho 604, 114 P .3d 97 4 (2005). But if 
there is no substantial reason, refusing to grant leave is an abuse of discretion. Carl H 
Christensen Family Trust v. Christensen, 133 Idaho 866, 993 P.2d 1197 (1999); Idaho School for 
Equal Educ. Oppor. ex rel. Eikum v. Idaho State Bd. of Education ex rel Mossman, 128 Idaho 
2726, 912 P.2d 644 (1996). 
No such reason to deny the motion to amend exists here, substantial or otherwise. 
Plaintiff has made the defendants aware for sometime of its intention to amend this complaint. 
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The amendments to the complaint are warranted by recent developments in the case. There is no 
prejudice from allowing the amendment. 
Because justice so requires, the motion for leave to amend must be granted. 
cf9-k_ 
DATED this ~· day ofDecember, 2012. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I am a duly licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, with my office in 
Idaho Falls, Idaho, and that on the tJft-aay of December, 2012, I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document on the persons listed below by first class mail, with the correct postage 
thereon, or by causing the same to be delivered in accordance with Rule S(b), I.R.C.P. 
Persons Served: 
Lance Nalder, Esq. 
NALDER LAW OFFICE 
591 Park Avenue, Suite 201 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
FAX: (208) 542-1002 
EMAIL: gln@nalderlaw.com 
Richard Andrus, Esq. 
SPINK BUTLER 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83702 
FAX: (208) 388-1001 
EMAIL: randrus@spinkbutler.com 
Method of Service: 
( ) mail ( ) hand (·0ax ( ) email 
( ) mail ( ) hand (vJfax ( ) email 
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Stephen D. Hall, Esq., ISB # 2444 
Nathan M. Olsen, Esq. ISB #7373 
PETERSEN Moss HALL & OLSEN 
485 "E" Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
(208) 523-4650 (phone) 
(208) 524-3391 (fax) 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, DAFCO LLC. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCO LLC., 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., 
and Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Bonneville ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2010-280 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO FILE THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 
I, Nathan M. Olsen, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that the testimony given in this sworn 
statement is the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, that it is made on my personal 
knowledge, and that I would so testify in open court if called upon to do so. 
1. Attached as "Exhibit A" is a trued and correct copy of the proposed third 
amended complaint. To avoid unnecessary volume of documents, the amended complaint 
enclosed herein does not include the referenced exhibits, which can be produced at the Court's 
request. 
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FURTHER affiant saith naught. 
i j'fi--
DATED this _7_ day of December, 2012. 
J }ft-..::::a:~G::BhED AND SWORN to before me this_"-/_,,_. day of December, 2012. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I am a duly licensed attorney in the State ofldaho, with my office in 
Idaho Falls, Idaho, and that on the _tl!_'ctay of December, 2012, I served a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document on the persons listed below by first class mail, with the correct 
postage thereon, or by causing the same to be delivered in accordance with Rule 5(b), I.R.C.P. 
Persons Served: 
Lance Nalder, Esq. 
NALDER LAW OFFICE 
591 Park Avenue, Suite 201 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
FAX: (208) 542-1002 
EMAIL: gln@nalderlaw.com 
Richard Andrus, Esq. 
SPINK BUTLER 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83702 
FAX: (208) 388-1001 
EMAIL: randrus@spinkbutler.com 
Method of Service: 
( ) mail ( ) hand (~x ( ) email 
( ) mail ( ) hand (vffax ( ) email 
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Stephen D. Hall, Esq., ISB # 2444 
Nathan M. Olsen, Esq. ISP # 7373 
PETERSEN Moss HALL & OLSEN 
485 "E" Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
(208) 523-4650 (phone) 
(208) 524-3391 (fax) 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, DAFCO LLC. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC., 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
STEW ART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., 
SNAKE RIVER FlJNDING, INC., 
and Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2010-280 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 
1. DAFCO LLC. (DAFCO), is an Idaho limited liability company in good standing. 
2. Stewart Title Guaranty Company (Stewart), is a corporation organized outside of the 
State ofldaho, but conducts business in the State ofldaho as a registered title and escrow agency. 
3. ArneriTitle, Inc. (ArneriTitle), is an Idaho corporation. 
4. Snake River Funding, Inc. (Snake River), is an Idaho corporation in good standing, 
engaged in the business of lending funds to individuals and entities. 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT- 1 EXHIBfl~ 
JURISDICTIONNENUE 
5. Idaho has personal jurisdiction over the Defendants herein. 
6. Bonneville County, State of Idaho, is the county having proper venue. 
GENERAL FACTS 
7. In or about March, 2008, Josh M. Jarvis (Jarvis) requested Snake River to provide 
him a construction loan of $268,000.00 for the construction. of a single family residence located at 
5600 South Highwillow Lane, Idaho Falls, Idaho, legally described as Lot 25, Block 18, Comore 
Lorna, Division No. 23 to the County of Bonneville, State ofldaho, according to the recorded plat 
(hereinafter referred to as the Sagewood property). Jarvis claimed to be the o-vmer of the property. 
8. Prior to loaning the money to Jarvis, Snake River wanted to be insured that there 
were no claims or interest in the property superior to its position, if it lent Jarvis the requested funds. 
9. Snake River contacted AmeriTitle, an agent of Stewmi, to act as closing agent and 
to obtain a title insurance policy which would insure that Snake River would be in a first position 
if there was a default on the loan to Jarvis. 
10. On or about March 12,2008, AmeriTitleprovided to Snake River a Commitment for 
Title Insurance, a true and correct copy of the same is attached hereto as Exhibit A (hereinafter 
referred to as "the Commitment"). In addition to preparing the Commitment, in its capacity as a 
closing and escrow agent, AmeriTitle also issued "Closing Instructions" a true and correct copy of 
which is attached hereto as Exhibit B. 
11. The Commitment expressly states that AmeriTitle will "require the spouse of the 
vestee named herein join in any conveyance and/or encumbrance to satisfy Homestead Exemptions 
limitations and Community Property presumptions." The Closing Instructions further commit 
AmeriTitle to "properly execute" all documents necessary to close the transaction, including the 
"completion" of requirements in the Commitment. 
12. 1<\.meriTitle failed to obtain the "spouse's" signature as required to complete the 
transaction and protect Plaintiffs title. 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT- 2 
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13. On or about March 18, 2008, AmeriTitle provided Snake River a title insurance 
policy issued by Stewart insuring the property for $268,000.00. A true and correct copy of this 
insurance policy is attached hereto as Exhibit C, which in incorporated by reference (hereinafter 
referred to as "the Policy"). 
14. Snake River paid $1 ,3 23.00 for the title insurance, which is sufficient consideration. 
15. Based upon AmeriTitle's and Stewart Title's representations, particularly as stated 
in the Commitment, Snake River committed to loaning Jarvis $268,000.00. 
16. AmeriTitle acted as closing and escrow agent. 
17. Stewart Title and AmeriTitle knew that to have clear title to the Sagewood property, 
Jarvis's wife would be required to sign an instrument of conveyance or other document disclaiming 
her interest in the property or to co-sign with Jarvis on the deed oftrust securing Snake River's loan. 
18. Idaho is a community property state requiring the dual management of real property. 
Property acquired during marriage in Idaho is considered conununity property subject to dual 
management. 
19. Jarvis's wife has never signed any document releasing her interest in the Sagewood 
property or otherwise consented to the deed of trust Jarvis signed in favor of Snake River. 
20. On or aboutApril17, 2008, Snake River assigned its interest in the deed of trust and 
promissory note to DAFCO, who had provided the money for the loan. At this same time, Snake 
River provided to DAFCO a Corporate Warranty wherein Snake River promised and covenanted to 
defend DAFCO's interest in the subject property. 
21. Snake River/DAFCO provided $200,000.00 to Jarvis as per the attached Deed of 
Trust, recorded in Bonneville County, State ofidaho as Instrument 1293 728, and Promissory Note, 
attached hereto as Exhibits D and E respectively, which are incorporated by reference. 
22. Thereafter, Jarvis signed a Deed of Trust with New Phase Investments as the 
beneficiary. 
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23. On or about October 28, 2008, a Deed of Trust was signed by Joshua Jarvis and 
Rebecca Chapping-Jarvis with New Phase Investments as the beneficiary for the sum of$42, 000.00. 
Such instrument was recorded as Instrument 131544 7 on the records ofBonneville County, State of 
Idaho. 
24. On or about October 28, 2008, a Deed of Trust was signed by Joshua Jarvis and 
Rebecca Chapping-J arvis with New Phase Investments as the beneficiary for the sum of$63, 000.00. 
Such instrument was recorded as Instrument 1315448 on the records of Bonneville County, State of 
Idaho. 
25. Subsequent to the issuance of the policy, various liens and encumbrances have been 
filed against the property including: 
a. Federal Tax Lien dated February 11,2009 for $8,412.17; 
b. Materialman's lien filed by Burn's Concrete, Inc., dated February 18, 2009 
for $325.52; and 
c. Materialman's Lien filed by United Contractors, Inc., dated February 24, 
2009 for $5,876.40. 
26. On or about November 26, 2008, a Notice of Claim was made by Plaintiff against 
Stewart for payment under the title insurance policy. 
27. Further demands for payment were made by Plaintiff against Stewart on August 31, 
2009 and on December 23, 2009. 
28. In spite of such demands, Stewart and Amerititle did not take appropriate and timely 
action under the Title Policy to cover risks and correct defects as they were required to under the 
Policy. 
29. On or about February 18, 2010, Plaintiffwas served a foreclosure complaint from 
"New Phase Investments, LLC" attempting to assert its priority of the lien. Vlhat ensued was more 
than 2 Y:z years of litigation to affirm the Plaintiffs priority lien in the property. 
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30. Although the Idaho Supreme Court ultimately upheld the Plaintiffs priority in the 
lien on the Property, the delays caused by the Defendants' slowness in responding and addressing 
Plaintiffs claim as aggravated by the ensuing litigation, resulted in more than 4 1S years uncertainty 
as to Plaintiffs rights to the Property. 
31. The Plaintiff was damaged by this uncertainty, which froze any ability to market or 
otherwise deal with the property. 
CAUSES OF ACTION 
COUNT I- Failure to indemnify 
32. Snake River incorporated by reference paragraphs 1 through 31 as outlined above. 
33. The above stated facts create a contract between Snake River and Stewart. 
34. Stewart has breached the agreement between the parties by: 
a. Failing to pay Plaintiff as per the title insurance policy; or 
b. Failing to diligently pursue reasonable actions to quiet title in Plaintiff's 
name. 
35. Snake River, because of Stewart's breach of the contract, is entitled to compensation 
and damages in excess of $268,000.00. 
COUNT II- Breach of Contract 
36. Plaintiffrealleges paragraphs 1 through 35 by reference. 
3 7. As escrow holder and closing agent, ArneriTitle was obligated to perform the things 
and acts required of it by the provisions of certain written escrow instructions. 
38. ArneriTitle failed to carry out certain instructions, including the proper execution of 
all necessary documents and in particular failing to require the spouse of the vendee to join in any 
conveyance and/or encumbrance to satisfy Homestead and Community Property Interests. 
39. As a direct and consequential result of ArneriTitle's failure to comply with the terms 
of the escrow agreement, the Plaintiff has sustained damages in an amount to be determined at triaL 
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COUNT III- Per Se Negligence 
40. Plaintiffrealleges paragraphs 1 through 39 by reference. 
41. As a licensed Title Insurance and Escrow Agent(s) in Idaho, Defendants Arnerititle 
and Stewart Title have a duty to comply with statutes and regulations governing escrow duties and 
the issuance of a title policy, including IDAP A Rule 18.0 1.25, administered by the Idaho Department 
ofinsurance. 
42. ArneriTitle and/or Stewart Title violated statutes and regulations governing title and 
insurance, including the following provisions of IDAP A Rule 18.01.25: 
a. failing to conduct necessary investigation prior to the issuance of an 
insurance policy to detennine if there has been proper, execution, acknowl-
edgment and delivery of any conveyances, mortgage papers and other title 
instruments which may be necessary for the issuance of a policy. 
(Sec.005.01.d); and 
b. failing to complete a transaction in accordance with the written instructions. 
(Sec. 011.01). 
43. ArneriTitle and/or Stewart Title violated all of the above prescribed prohibited 
practices, each violation of which constitutes liability per se with available civil remedies for the 
injured party. 
44. Plaintiffhas suffered direct and proximate damages as a result of Defendants' 
violations, to be determined at trial. 
COUNT IV- Negligence 
45. Plaintiff realleges paragraphs 1 through 44 by reference. 
46. As an escrow and closing agent, AmeriTitle has a duty to exercise ordinary skill and 
diligence in its employment. 
47. Amerititle has violated its standard of care as stated in the previous allegations, 
which may also constitute gross negligence. 
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48. AmeriTitle's failure in its standard of care has resulted in direct and proximate 
damages to the Plaintiff, to be determined at trial. 
COUNT V- Breach of Duty of Good Faith and Fair Dealing 
49. Plaintiffrealleges paragraphs 1 through 48 by reference. 
50. As title insurer and escrow agent governed under Idaho's insurance statutes including 
the Unfair Claims Settlement Practices Act (UCSP A), AmeriTitle and Stewart Title owe certain 
fiduciary duties to its insured and customer, the Plaintiff. A fiduciary duty imposes on Defendants 
a duty to act with the utmost good faith and best interests of its insured ancl/or customer. Implied 
with this duty is a promise that Defendants would do nothing to injure, frustrate or interfere with 
Plaintiffs rights. 
51. Such fiduciary duties include not violating the "prohibited practices" ofiDAP A 
18.01.25, as well as UCSPA. 
52. Such duties also include strictly complying with the parties written instructions, 
exercising reasonable skill and due diligence in carrying out the escrow instructions. 
53. As title insurer, Defendants have a duty to indemnify its insured when it becomes 
aware of a defect in the title covered by the title policy. 
54. As an insurer, Defendants further have a duty to promptly investigate and respond to 
the claims of its insured, which they did not. 
55. The Defendants' duty to indemnify and take measures to cure title defects in this 
matter was not debatable. 
56. Defendants' duty of good faith and fair dealing extends beyond closing, the issuance 
ofthe title policy and commencement of litigation. 
57. The Defendants have breached the duty of good faith and fair dealing owed toward 
the Plaintiff in a number of respects as stated in the previous allegations. 
58. As a proximate result of the unreasonable and bad faith conduct of the Defendants, 
the Plaintiff has suffered and will continue to suffer damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
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Count VI- Breach of Warranty 
59. Plaintiffrealleges paragraphs 1 through 59 by reference. 
60. Defendant Snake River Funding provided the Plaintiff a "Corporate Warranty" 
promising to indemnify DAFCO's interest in the property. 
61. DAFCO's interest in the Property has been jeopardized by the conduct of AineriTitle 
and Stewart Title. 
62. Snake River Funding has a duty to defend and/or "hold harmless" DAFCO against 
all such threats. 
REQUEST FOR ATTORNEY FEES 
Plaintiff realleges paragraphs 1 through 62 by reference. Despite demands by Plaintiff to 
Defendants for payment made at least ten ( 1 0) days prior to the filing of this action, Defendants have 
refused and continue to refuse to pay said obligation, Plaintiff has been required to retain an attorney 
to initiate and prosecute this action. Plaintiff is entitled to recover its reasonable attorney fees and 
court costs of$15,000.00 if not contested further, pursuant to Idaho Code§ 12-120 and pursuant to 
the contract between the parties. lf contested, the amount of attorney fees and court costs awarded 
should be the actual cost of attorney fees and court costs up to $100,000.00. In addition, the subject 
of this litigation is a commercial transaction and Plaintiff is entitled to attorney fees and costs 
pursuant to Idaho Code§ 12-120(3). 
Plaintiff prays this Court for relief as follows: 
1. Granting judgment for Plaintiff and against Defendants in an amount to be proven 
at trial including out-of-pocket costs and incidental, general and consequential damages. 
2. Granting judgment and relief for Plaintiff and against Defendants in regard to the 
Title Policy and Closing Instructions 
3. That the Defendants be required to indemnify and reimburse the Plaintiff all necessary 
fees and costs for having to defend his title to the property as insured under the title policy. 
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4. Granting judgment and relief for Plaintiff and against Defendants in regard to their 
bad faith conduct. 
5. A warding fees and costs incurred in pursuing this action pursuant to Idaho Code § § 
12-120 and 121, 34-1509 and any other applicable rule or law; 
6. Awarding prejudgment interest at the maximum legal rate; and 
7. Granting any other relief that this Court deems just and equitable. 
PLAINTIFF HEREBY DEMANDS A JURY TRIAL FOR ITS CLAIMS AGAINST 
DEFENDANTS. 
DATED this __ day ofDecember, 2012. 
PETERSEN Moss HALL & OLSEN 
Nathan M. 0 lsen 
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Stephen D. Hall, Esq., ISB # 2444 
Nathan M. Olsen, Esq. ISB #7373 
PETERSEl'-: Moss HALL & OLSEN 
485 "E" Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
(208) 523-4650 (phone) 
(208) 524-3391 (fax) 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, DAFCO LLC. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC., 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
STEW ART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., 
and Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2010-280 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANTS' MOTIONS FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
The Plaintiff, DAFCO LLC. (DAFCO), hereby offers the following response in opposi-
tion to Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment. This response is supported by the 
arguments set forth below, as well as the affidavit of Stephen Hall and the pleadings previously 
submitted in this case. 
SUMMARY 
Simply put, although DAFCO's interest in the subject property was ultimately cleared 
(after 4Yz years), there are numerous facts in dispute or which have not been addressed by 
Defendants in their motions with regard to both their handling of the escrow and closing of the 
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transaction in question as well as the handling of Plaintiffs claim under the title policy. These 
issues, as outlined in Plaintiffs proposed Third Amended Complaint submitted to the Court for 
its approval, should be appropriately considered at triaL 
MATERIAL FACTS 
DAFCO otiers the following relevant facts that may or may not be refuted but neverthe-
less warrant the denial of Defendants' premature motions for summary judgment. 
1. In or about March, 2008, Josh M. Jarvis (Jarvis) requested Snake River to provide 
him a construction loan of $268,000.00 for the construction of a single family residence located 
at 5600 South Highwillow Lane, Idaho Falls, Idaho, legally described as Lot 25, Block 18, 
Comore Lorna, Division No. 23 to the County of Bonneville, State ofldaho, according to the 
recorded plat (hereinafter referred to as the Sagewood property). Jarvis claimed to be the owner 
of the property. Proposed Third Amended Complaint~ 7. 
2. Prior to loaning the money to Jarvis, Snake River wanted to be insured that there 
were no claims or interest in the property superior to its position, if it lent Jarvis the requested 
funds. Proposed Third Amended Complaint~ 8. 
3. Snake River contacted AmeriTitle, an agent of Stewart, to act as closing agent and 
to obtain a title insurance policy which would insure that Snake River would be in a first 
position if there was a default on the loan to Jarvis. Proposed Third Amended Complaint~ 9. 
4. On or about March 12, 2008, AmeriTitle provided to Snake River a Commitment 
for Title Insurance. The Commitment expressly states that AmeriTitle will "require the spouse of 
the vestee named herein join in any conveyance and/or encumbrance to satisfy Homestead 
Exemptions limi~ations and Community Property presumptions." (Hall Aff. Ex. A, Sec.-) 
5. In addition to preparing the Commitment, in its capacity as a closing and escrow 
agent, AmeriTitle also issued "Closing Instructions." The Closing Instructions further commit 
AmeriTitle to "properly execute" all documents necessary to close the transaction, including the 
"completion" of requirements in the Commitment. (Hall Aff. Ex. B, Sec. ) 
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6. AmeriTitle failed to obtain the "spouse's" signature as required to complete the 
transaction and protect Plaintiffs title. Proposed Third Amended Complaint~ 12. 
7. On or about March 18,2008, AmeriTitle provided Snake River a title insurance 
policy issued by Stewart insuring the property for $268,000.00. Snake River paid $1,323.00 for 
the title insurance. (Hall Aff. Ex. C) 
8. Based upon AmeriTitle's and Stewart Title's representations, particularly as stated 
in the Commitment, Snake River committed to loaning Jarvis $268,000.00. Proposed Third 
Amended Complaint,; 15. 
9. AmeriTitle acted as closing and escrow agent. Proposed Third Amended Com-
plaint~ 16. 
10. Stewart Title and AmeriTitle knew that to have clear title to the Sagewood 
property, Jarvis's wife would be required to sign an instrument of conveyance or other 
document disclaiming her interest in the property or to co-sign with Jarvis on the deed oftrust 
securing Snake River's loan. Proposed Third Amended Complaint,; 17. 
11. Idaho is a community property state requiring the dual management of real 
property. Property acquired during marriage in Idaho is considered community property subject 
to dual management. Jarvis's wife has never signed any document releasing her interest in the 
Sagewood property or otherwise consented to the deed of trust Jarvis signed in favor of Snake 
River. Proposed Third Amended Complaint,;,; 18-19. 
12. On or about April 17, 2008, Snake River assigned its interest in the deed oftrust 
and promissory note to DAFCO, who had provided the money for the loan. At this same time, 
Snake River provided to DAFCO a Corporate Warranty wherein Snake River promised and 
covenanted to defend DAFCO's interest in the subject property. Proposed Third Amended 
Complaint~ 20. 
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13. Thereafter, Jarvis and his wife Rebecca Chapping-Jarvis signed Deed of Trust 
with New Phase Investments as the beneficiary for $42,000 and $63,000 respectively that was 
duly recorded. Proposed Third Amended Complaint~ 22-24. 
14. On or about November 26,2008, a Notice of Claim was made by DAPCO against 
Stewart for payment under the title insurance policy. Proposed Third Amended Complaint~ 26. 
15. Further demands for payment were made by Plaintiff against Stewart on August 
31, 2009 and on December 23, 2009. In spite of such demands, Stewart and Amerititle did not 
take appropriate and timely action under the Title Policy to cover risks and correct defects as they 
were required to under the Policy. Proposed Third Amended Complaint~ 27-28. 
16. On or about February 18,2010, Plaintiff was served a foreclosure complaint from 
"New Phase Investments, LLC" attempting to assert its priority of the lien ahead ofDAFCO's 
··on the basis that Snake River Funding/DAFCO's Deed of Trust was "void" under the community 
property protections in Idaho statute which require spouse's to sign the deed of trust (I. C. 32 § 
912). What ensued was more than 2 Y:z years oflitigation to affirm the Plaintiff's priority lien in 
the property. Proposed Third Amended Complaint~ 29. 
17. In the course of the litigation, the District Court ruled that the failure of Jarvis's 
spouse to sign Snake River Funding/DAFCO's Deed of Trust automatically made the deed 
"void" under I.C. 32 § 912. This decision was appealed to the Idaho Supreme Court which 
overturned the district court decision, finding that the defective deed was "voidable" rather than 
"void," and then supporting reasons why the deed should not be voided. New Phase Investments, 
LLC v. Jarvis, 153 Idaho 207,280 P.3d 710 (2012). 
18. Although the Idaho Supreme Court ultimately upheld the Plaintiff's priority in the 
lien on the Property, the delays caused by the Defendants' slowness in responding and address-
ing Plaintiff's claim as aggravated by the ensuing litigation, resulted in more than 4 Yz years 
uncertainty as to Plaintiffs rights to the Property. Proposed Third Amended Complaint~ 30. 
19. The Plaintiff was damaged by this uncertainty, which froze any ability to market 
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or otherwise deal with the property. Proposed Third Amended Complaint~ 31. 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT STANDARD 
A motion for summary judgment shall be granted only "if the pleadings, depositions, and 
admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to 
any material fact and that the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter oflaw." IDAHO R 
Crv. P. 56( c); G&lv1 Farms v. Funk Irrigation Co., 119 Idaho 514, 516-17 (Idaho 1991 ). It is 
well recognized that, when assessing the motion for summary judgment, the court must view all 
facts and draw all inferences in favor of the non-moving party. G&M Farms v. Funk Irrigation 
Co., 119 Idaho at 517; Sanders v. Kuna Joint School Dist., 125 Idaho 872, 874 (Ct. App. 1994); 
Haessley v. Safeco Title Ins. Co. of Idaho, 121 Idaho 463 (Idaho 1992). 
The moving party bears the burden of establishing the lack of a genuine issue of material 
fact. Tingly v. Harrison, 125 Idaho 86, 89 (Idaho 1994 ). The non-moving party must establish a 
genuine issue of material fact regarding the elements challenged by the moving party's motion. 
Olsen v. JA. Freeman Co., 117 Idaho 706, 720 (Idaho 1990) (citing Celotex v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 
317 (1986)); see also Bade!! v. Beeks, 115 Idaho 101, 102 (Idaho 1988). Circumstantial evidence 
can create a genuine issue of material fact. Anderson v. City of Pocatello, 112 Idaho 176, 731 
P .2d 171 (1986). In addition, circumstantial evidence may be sufficient to refute direct evidence 
and raise a genuine issue of material fact. Riggs v. Colis, 107 Idaho 1028, 695 P.2d 413 (1985 
Ida. App.). 
Moreover, "if a party moving for summary judgment raises issues in his motion but then 
fails to provide any evidence showing a lack of any genuine issue of material fact with respect to 
those issues, the non-moving party has no burden to respond with supporting evidence." Allstate 
Insurance Company v. Jacobson, 133 Idaho 593, 990 P.2d 1204 (1999). See also, Shelton v. 
Shelton, 148 Idaho 560, 225 P.Jd 693 (2009). In addition, ifthe movant does not challenge an 
aspect of the non-movant's case in that party's motion, the non-movant is not required to address 
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it at the summary judgment state ofthe proceedings. Thoms v. Idaho Insurance Agency, Inc., 
126 Idaho 527, 887 P.2d 1034 (1994). 
ARGUMENT 
I. There are clear factual disputes with regard to Defendants' alleged bad faith 
conduct in failing to promptly and diligently pursue DAFCO's claim under the Title 
Policy. 
Defendants argue that Count I of Plaintiffs' Second Amended Complaint should be 
dismissed because they "satisfied its obligations" under the title policy by ultimately clearing 
DAFCO's priority to the lien. It is true that DAFCO's lien has finally been cleared, but not until 
after 4Yz years since the time that the defective deed was prepared and recorded by the Defen-
dants. Thus, DAFCO has amended its complaint to add a bad faith claim resulting primarily 
from Defendants' inordinate delays in both responding to and defending claims under the Title 
Policy. 
Citing the "special" or "fiduciary" relationship that exists between the "insurer and 
insured," the elements of bad faith conduct of an insurer is established under Robinson v. State 
Farm Afut. Auto. Ins. Co., 137 Idaho 173, 176 (Idaho 2002), which occurs when: 1) the insurer 
intentionally and unreasonably denies or withholds payment; 2) the claim is not fairly debatable; 
3) the denial or failure to pay is not the result of a good faith mistake; and 4) the resulting harm is 
not fully compensable by contract damages. An insurer's failure to timely respond to and defend 
its insured is a classic example of bad faith conduct. See, Weinstein v. Prudential Prop. & Cas. 
Ins. Co., 149 Idaho 299,314 (Idaho 2010). In addition, the standards set forth in the "Unfair 
Claims Settlement Practices Act" LC. 41 § 1329, et al. (UCSPA), can also serve as a basis for 
bad faith. White v. Unigard Mut. Ins. Co., 112 Idaho 94, fn 3 730 P.2d 1014, fn 3 (1986) UCSPA 
prohibits among other things: 
"failing to acknowledge and act reasonably promptly upon communications with respect 
to claims arising under insurance policies;" UCSPA Sec. (2) 
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"not attempting in good faith to effectuate prompt, fair and equitable settlements of 
claims in which liability has become reasonably clear;" !d. at Sec. (6) and 
"failing to promptly settle claims, where liability has become reasonably clear, under one 
portion of the insurance policy coverage in order to influence settlements under other 
portions ofthe insurance policy." Jd Sec. (13) 
In addition, title insurers who also conduct escrow services may also be liable for bad 
faith in the providing of its escrow services, which may include a failure of the escrow officer "to 
act with scmpulous honesty, skill, and diligence." Baker v. First Am. Title Ins. Co., 2009 Ariz. 
App. LEXIS 823, 17-18 (Ariz. Ct. App. Oct. 27, 2009)(citations omitted.) Specific examples of 
actions that constitute bad faith by an escrow agent may include a failure of"properly preparing 
the documents necessary for the transaction to take place." See, Ansonia Realty Co. v. Ansonia 
Associates, 142 A.D.2d 514 (N.Y. App. Div. 1st Dep't 1988), and Baker v. First Am. Title Ins. 
Co., at 17-18. 
In their brief supporting summary judgment, Defendants make several rather conclusory 
assertions that the Defendants couldn't "have moved any faster" in resolving the claims under the 
policy. (Defendants Br. Sup. SJ 12-13). At best, such conclusions are in dispute and inadequate 
to support summary judgement. The fact remains that there was no question or "dispute" that the 
Defendants had a duty to indemnify DAFCO for claims made against the defective lien, and that 
this process took several years for which DAFCO has a compelling argument to suggest that it 
took much longer than it should have, and that its claims should have been much more promptly 
investigated and resolved. Moreover, it would have likely been more appropriate for Defendants 
to compensate its insured for losses rather than engage in several years of litigation while 
DAFCO's interest in the property remained in limbo. Again, these are all disputable points that 
are appropriately decided at trial rather than on summary judgment. 
Moreover, DAFCO also has potential bad faith claims against the Defendants for the 
improper handling of its escrow and closing responsibilities as discussed supra in Section II. 
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The Defendants had a clearly defined duty to properly prepare documents necessary to close the 
transaction, which it arguably did not- the failure of which can constitute bad faith. See, again, 
Ansonia Realty Co. v. Ansonia Associates, 142 A.D.2d 514, and Baker v. First Am. Title Ins. Co., 
at 17-18. 
II. DAFCO has unresolved claims against Defendants for Breach of Contract and Per 
Se Negligence 
The Defendants are dismissive ofDAFCO's breach of contract and negligence claims 
relating to the Defendants' failure to obtain Mrs. Jarvis's signature. In so doing, Defendants 
disregard the clear language of the closing instructions which specifically obligated them to 
"properly execute all documents necessary to close the transaction," including the "completion" 
of requirements of the Commitment not the least of which was to "require the spouse of the 
vestee named herein join in any conveyance and/or encumbrance to satisfy Homestead Exemp-
tions limitations and Community Property presumptions." See, again, the Closing Instructions 
and Title Commitment, Hall Aff. Ex's A and B. There is no dispute that the Defendants did not 
obtain the "spouse's" signature to satisfy the "Homestead Exemption limitations and Community 
Property presumptions." If anything, DAFCO should be granted summary judgment on the 
breach of contract claim. 
In addition, as a licensed Title Insurance and Escrow Agent(s) in Idaho, the Defendants 
have a duty to comply with statutes and regulations governing escrow duties and the issuance of 
a title policy, including IDAPA Rule 18.0 1.25, administered by the Idaho Department of 
Insurance, the violation of which constitutes per se negligence. Such provisions that Defendants 
violated included: 
a. failing to conduct necessary investigation prior to the issuance of an insurance 
policy to determine if there has been proper, execution, acknowledgment and 
delivery of any conveyances, mortgage papers and other title instruments which 
may be necessary for the issuance of a policy. (Sec. 005.0l.d); and 
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failing to complete a transaction in accordance with the vvTitten instructions. (Sec. 
011.01). 
Again, there is no question that Defendants failed to follow their own written instructions by 
failing to obtain Mrs. Jarvis's signature, and further that they failed to follow-up to ensure that 
the documents had been properly executed prior to issuing a policy. DAFCO should be granted 
summary judgment on the Defendants' per se negligence as well. 
Finally, Defendants' argument that the Supreme Court's recent ruling renders DAFCO's 
breach of contract and negligence claims "moot" is also without merit. The Court merely ruled 
that failure to obtain the spouse's signature under the community property protections of I. C. 32 
§ 912 made the deed "voidable" rather than "void." New Phase Investments, LLC v. Jarvis, 153 
Idaho 207, 280 P.3d 710. Simply put, had the Defendants satisfied this basic requirement under 
the law, DAFCO would have unquestionably held the priority lien on the property and there 
would have not been 412 years of uncertainty to make that determination. Again, DAFCO is now 
seeking its damages for the undue delays caused by Defendants' failures in this matter, which are 
not "moot" and are now ripe for the Court's consideration. 
CONCLUSION 
Pursuant to the foregoing, Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment should be denied, 
and the trial in this matter on the remaining issues in this case should move forward. 
DATED this~ day of December, 2012. 
LSEN 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that I am a d~ licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, with my office in 
Idaho Falls, Idaho, and that on theLl_ day of December, 2012, I served a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document on the persons listed below by first class mail, with the correct 
postage thereon, or by causing the same to be delivered in accordance with Rule 5(b), I.R.C.P. 
Persons Served: 
Lance Nalder, Esq. 
NALDER LAW OFFICE 
591 Park Avenue, Suite 201 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
FAX: (208) 542-1002 
EMAIL: g]n@nalderlaw.com 
Richard Andrus, Esq. 
SPINK BUTLER 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83702 
FAX: (208) 388-1001 
EMAIL: randrus@spinkbutler.com 
Method of Service: 
( ) mail ( ) hand ~( ) email 
( ) mail ( ) hand fax ( ) email 
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Stephen D. Hall, Esq., ISB # 2444 
Nathan M. Olsen, Esq. ISB #7373 
PETERSEN MOSS HALL & OLSEN 
485 "E'' Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
(208) 523-4650 (phone) 
(208) 524-3391 (fax) 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, DAFCO LLC. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC., 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
STEW ART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., 
and Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Bonneville ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2010-280 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANTS' MOTIONS FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I, Stephen D. Hall, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that the testimony given in this sworn 
statement is the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, that it is made on my personal 
knowledge, and that I would so testify in open court if called upon to do so. 
1. Attached as "Exhibit A" is a true and correct copy of the Commitment for Title 
Insurance provided by AmeriTitle, Inc. (AmeriTitle), to Snake River Funding, Inc. (Snake River). 
2. Attached as "Exhibit B" is a true and correct copy of the "Closing Instructions" 
issued by AmeriTitle. 
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3. Attached as "Exhibit C" is a true and correct copy of the title insurance policy 
provided by AmeriTitle to Snake River and issued by Stewart Title Guarantee Company. 
FURTHER affiant saith naught. 
~ DATED this_:/_ day of December, 2012. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that I am a duly licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, with my office in 
.... -1(._ 
Idaho Falls, Idaho, and that on the '?Clay of December, 2012, I served a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document on the persons listed below by first class mail, with the correct 
postage thereon, or by causing the same to be delivered in accordance with Rule 5(b), I.R.C.P. 
Persons Served: 
Lance Nalder, Esq. 
NALDER LAW OFFICE 
591 Park Avenue, Suite 201 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
FAX: (208) 542-1002 
EMAIL: g]n@nalderlaw.com 
Richard Andrus, Esq. 
SPINK BUTLER 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83702 
FAX: (208) 388-1001 
EMAIL: randrus@spinkbutler.com 
Method of Service: 
( ) mail ( ) hand ( ~ax ( ) email 
( ) mail ( ) hand cv5fax ( ) email 
Stephen D. Hall 
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MAR/1212008/WED 11: l4 FAX No. 208-52' 
Order No. 10-44797 
Escrow Number: 
Escrow Officer: 
Title Number: 
Title Examiner: 
Your Reference: 
lFl0-44797 
Megan Burnside 
10-44797 
Ben Thomas 
COl'rf.MlTMENT FOR TITI.,E INSlJR.<LNCE 
SCllE:OULE A 
1. Effective Dated as of March 10, 2008 at 8:00 A.M. 
2. Policy or Policies to be issued: 
(Endorsements a:re included in premium) 
LEN1J:Etl.1S EXTENDED FQLICY($224.00 credit included) 
E:NilOR.SEM:ENTS: 100> 116,8.1 
Proposed Insured: A VERY FlNANCLl\.L GROUP, INC. 
Amount: 
SZ6S,OOO.OO 
P. 002 
Premium: 
$1,283.00 
3. The estate or interest in the laud described orreferred to in this Commitment and covered herein is 
Fee Simple 
4. Title to the above estate or interest in said land is at the effective date hereofves:ted in: 
JOSH M. JARVIS, a married man de3.llng with his sole and separate property 
s: The land referred to in this Commitment is described as. follows: 
L<>t25, Block 18, Comore Lorna, Division No. 23, to fhe County ofBo:J:ll'J.eville, State of 
Idaho~ acco:rdmg to the reeo:rded plat thereof. 
EXHIBtT~.-
A 
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SCHE:llULE B ~SECTION 1 
The following a:re the requirements to be complied wt"Jl: 
1 · Paytt'.Mt to or for the account of the Grantors and/or Mortg"...gors of the full consideration for t..'IJ.e ~ or 
interest to oo insured. 
2. Pay us the premiums, fees and charges for the policy(s). . 
3. Docmne.-1ts satisfactory to us creating the interest in the land and/ort.'l;.emortgage to be irL,"U!'ed must be 
signed, deli~ and recorded. 
4. You must tell u.s in writL1.g the name of a.flyone not ref¢IT"'..A to in the Co1Ilt:l:itm~t who will get an interest 
in_ the land or 'f-Vho will make a loan on the land. We may then ma..'!ce additional req_ci...-ementa or 
exceptions. 
5. W~ Will ~ltir1; me spo~of·th:e-vesieena!ne:d her:ehtjom in ~y ¢P'n~ef-lt)!Ce.m:d/o:a7 Cn~tt~R~'llC¢ 
to-satisfy B:om.~d Exemp:tlons ~..ations and Co:o:un:wty l>roperty p:res'lll'm.ptio:ns. 
6. We will re-qn~ lien w!tivers from ill cnntract:ors, snb..con.tracturs and! or mater'...2ltrum who have 
worked on o-r supplied 1rutterui!.s to the property. Also1 we will require a :;aooad:o:rJ financial 
s~teme:c:t fr():m fhe bottower tt&gefuermfu :;m tndenlliity Rgr~ent fu>m the general C1):ntractor 
rotd the o'W)ler(~). · -
7. 'I'hl.5 col!l'lr.!itmeld.: is s-u:bject to. a 'Vis'ttalinspedio:n ofth~ s'tilijecl p:renrlses. Wt will ~e a.:n Upd.\te 
to this Com.mitment upon completion of Did inspection. 
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SCHEDULE B- SECTION 2 
Schedule B of the policy or policies to be issued will contain exceptions to the following matters unless the same 
a..--e disposed of the satisfaction of t."le Company. · 
B. 
c. 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
Defects, liens, encumbrances, adverse ¢llifu:\G or other~ if llrty, created first ~--ins· in tbe pUblic =roa or attaching 
subsequent to the effective dat¢ hereo! but prior to the~ the propooed in5'..lr¢d a~ fur varue of r~rd the estato or intcr;;st 
or mort..ga.,<><e thereon ccivered by this Commitment. 
Geuenl E::::ceptiolds: 
I. :Rights or claims ofpe.nie:s in po~ott not .;:.'JoWTt bytiw public <WOrds. 
. 2. Basements, or clai= of ease:nentt,. not sh<lwn by the public records. 
3. Enoroaclrrnem:s, oVodaps, boundl!ry 1lM disputes, or other mat:ten which would be disclosed by m ac~u:ra.t-e sur;ey or inspection 
of fhQ premisos. . 
· 4. Any lien, or right to a lien, fur w.vl~. labor or material heretofore or hereafter furnkhed, iinposed by law and not shown by fue 
public rroom 
5. (a) tlnp:ttented mining elaims; (o) reservations or ~QOS in patents orin Acts aufuorlzing the issutmce thereof; (c) -water 
rights, ohims or. title to water, whether or not fue ~exCepted under (2.), (b), or (o) are shown byt.lte public W..<lrds. 
6. Tl!Xes or specllll ~ whlcb are not shown as erlrnng liens by tho reconis of any t:::dng a.uthority t1ut.t leVies taxes or 
ass=mmt!! on real property or by the pUblic records. ~by a public agency which mayre;rult in ~es or ~ts., 
or noU~ of: $\ioh pro¢eedings1 '1Vh¢1her or n.ot sho'Wn by th¢ I"'...cotrls ot: ;'Jch ~ey or by~ public reccr...s.. 
Special Exceptions: 
Taxes for tho year 2007 and all prior t${es have been paid. (Tax No. RP05554018Q2SO $480.68 fdll year, 2007). 
Taxes for the :year 2008 are an accruing lieD; not yet due or payablo . 
. Easements as designated and/or shown on the plat of COMORE LOMA, DXVISION NO. 
23 and any amendments thereto, recorded as Instrtnnent No. 1227833~ reCOrds of Bonneville 
County, Idaho, 
Protev'iive Covenants for CO MORE LOMA DrvlSION #'...3J but o!iJ#ting covenants or 
res1ricfiom, if any, based upon :moe, color, religiO!l, s~ sex:uaJ. orie.nt?fion, fammaJ status, ma..-ital 
status, disability, handicap, national origin,. ancestzy, or source of income, as set forth in applicable 
state of federal laws, except to the extent that said co'Venanf: or restriction is ~tted by applicable 
law, recorded as Instrument No. 1228038, along with a..1.y other ameo.dments thereto, records of 
Bonneville County, Idaho. 
Unpatented mining claims, reservations or exceptions in patents or in AJ:.tz authoriz:ing the issuance 
thereof:. water rights. claims or title to water. 
Lie:n.s and assessments offue Coroo:re Lonrn Water Corporation: office number (208) 523-2478. 
Right-of-Way Easement gtv-en by RI·"WlLWW RANCH CORPORATION, party of the first 
part to THE MOUNT.AlN STATES TELEPHONE :AND TELEGRAPH CO:MP ANY, a 
Colorado Corporation, party of the seoond part, dated June 14, 1982, and recorded as lnsiroment 
No. 626255, reCords ofBOnciwille Coim.ty, Idaho. 
Development Agreement for Comore Lorna, Di'Vision No. 23 by and between the COUNTY OF 
BONNE'VJX.,LE, a county of the State of Idaho, party of the first parl trod CO MORE 
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CLOSING INSTRUCTIONS TO AMERITITLE 
Closing No 10-4479'1 Date: 03/12/08 
We, the undersigned, hereby instruct AMERlTITLE, hereinafter referred to as "Closing Agent", when L'1 receipt of 
all documents and monies as set out herein, to close this transaction according to the following instruction.s and 
information: The parties have entered into an Agreement for the construction of subject property. The closing 
agent is hereby instructed to close the transaction in accordance with tbe terms oftbese instructions. 
PROPERTY: Lot 25, Block 18, Co more Lorna, Division No. 23, to the County of Bonneville, State of Idaho 
BORROV/ER: Josh M. Jarvis, a married mao with his sole and separate property 
TER.i'v.!S: LOAJ.'f AMOUNT: $268,000.00 from Snake River Funding, Inc. 
Payabie as follows 
Construction Loan for 12 monti:Is due and payable 03/18/09 
Interest rate is 14% 
Ifthe loan is not paid off on or before (}3/18/09 a S2,0i)(l.OO late fee will be added for every 
month the loan is not paid in full. 
Interest payments will be due prior to each draw being disbursed. If an interest payment is 
not made the draw will not be disbursed. A monthly interest payment is required to be 
made even if a draw is not requested. If that payment is not made on or before the 23'd of the 
month a !ate fee of $200.00 will be added to that payment. 
Initial draw will be SlOOK which will pay closing costs, New Phase Investments, LLC payoff. 
The remaining funds of this draw and future draws will be held in the Snake River Funding, 
Inc. trust account for future disbursements. 
Prap<::iy Taxes 4nd Hazard Insurance reserves wiil not be made ln the monthly mortgage 
payments, these will need to be paid by the borrower when they come due. 
Please prepare the; 
Promissory Note, , •. 
Deed of Trust, / 
Assignment of Deed of Trust from Snake River Funding,ln~. to D.A.F.C.O. LLC 
Authorization to Reconvey, 
And any other necessary documents. 
Snake River Funding, Inc. is sending over the folloWing along with these instructions which need to be signed at 
closing: 
Escrow Agreement 
Notice of Right to Cancel 
Final Residential Loan Application 
Final Good Faith Estimate, 
Final Truth in Lending:, 
Please fax or email the estimated hud along with Note and Deed of Trust, Assignment of Deed of Trust and 
Authorization to R~nvey prior to closing for onr review to fax #208-.5:24-:2586 or email 
karenb@avervfinandal.com. 
1Jle--fol!owing items shall be paid by BORROWER / 
--:Broker Mortgage Fee $5,360.00 to Avery Financial u;riglnatiou Fee $16,080.00 to Snake River Funding 
·..Credit Report Fee $0.0(} Avery Financial ,_....fnitial Escrow Fee $:295.00 to Snake River Funding 
__..-A§ptaisal Fee $0.00 to Chatterton Appraisals Processing Fee $5%.00 to Avery Financial 
./(inderwriting Fee $590.00 to Snake River Funding Title Insurance, Alta Loan Policy Amerititle 
Closing Fee to Amerititle 
This is a construction holdback.. We wil! be disbursing money to payoff the lien and pay closing costs. 
~verythmg else wi!rhe in Construction Holdba1:hee eld by Snake River Funding, Inc. Borrower to get f ~a cash at closing. 
\ TITLE INSURANCE: Insurer Amerititle Order No. l<H4797 
~ X Extended coverage loan policy At1lt. $268,00!}.00 in a 1" Lien Position / 
'''--. F.AZARD INSUR.-\NCE: -·-············-·~··---·-··· ·--··--------~ 
Prea!e-pay-thei"Gcursf:s-iifConstruction" insurance with Falls Insurance Center, I don't have the amount yet 
but will get it to you as soon as possible. Please add this to the H1JD prior to disbursing. 
When t.~e closing agent has received all properly executed documents and all funds necessary for tbe cvm:pletion of 
liJis transaction and tbe title insu=er is in a position to issue the type ofpolicy(s) set out above, subject only to tbe 
1 
15 
Wnen the closing agent has received all properly executed documents and all funds necessary for the completion of 
this transaction and the title insurer is in a position to issue the type ofpolicy(s) set out above, subject only to the 
General Exceptions on Schednle B-Section I and Schedule B-Section 2 Special Exceptions No.'s 1-9 as set out in 
their commitment dated 3/Hl/08 and any documents recorded in connection with this tra.nsaC!ion, the closillg agent is 
hereby authorized and instructed to record or file all necessary documents and disburse funds deposited in 
accordance with the amounts shown on the closing statement. Minor adjustments 'may be niade for additional 
interest due to delay in dlsbursi11g or other minor items beyond r..'Je control of the closing agent, for which the 
respective party shall be given an accounting. 
In the event this transaction does not close for arty reason, the closing agent shall be entitled to reimbu;-sernent for 
any and all cost expended by it and shaH be further entitled to an escrow cancellation fee and the parties thereto 
agree to be jointly and severally liable for same. Further, any earnest money deposited with the closing agent shall 
be relimded only upon written instructions from the pa..'"l.ies hereto, EXCEPT that, in the ever.t the earnest money has 
been deposited by the Broker, the closing agent is hereby authorized to refund same to the brokers trust account for 
his disposition to the parties and in the event the closing agent has incurred expenses in connection herewith, the 
ciosiJtg agent shall be entitled to retain so much of the earnest money as it is entitled to hereunder for the 
reimbursement of said expenses. 
Tne closing agent shall have no responsibility for wmpliance with any truth-in-lending, usury or consumer 
protection laws of the United States or The State ofidaho, nor any governmental regulations illcluding but not 
limited to zoning or sabdivision ordinances. 
The dosing agent is directed to comply with the instructions contained in these instructions and the pa.'"l.ies hereto 
agree to indemnifY and hold harmless the closing agent from any and all actions or losses related hereto other than 
failute to comply herewith, including but not limited to a.toy atto:ney's fees or costs incu.-red by the closing agent in 
defending itself in any such action. 
BY THElR EXECUTION OF THESE INSTRUCTIONS, THE B1.JYER AND SELLER ACKl'lOWLEDGE THE 
FOLLOWING: 
l) The closing agent is not acting as a rep!""--sentative of either party, 
2) Tne documents preparad in connection with this transaction will affect the legal rights of the parties, and 
the parties rights or illterests in those doc-<l!l1ents may differ, 
3) Any documents typed by the closing agent have been done so at our direction or the direction of our 
counsel, 
4) The closing agent is not licensed to practice Jaw and no legal advice, advice as to the content of the 
documents, nor advice as to the merits of the transaction has been offered by the closing agent, 
5) Copies of the Subdivision Plat and Restrictive Covenants where applicable, 
6) Ameritit!e shall not be responsible for any penalties, or loss of principal or in".erest or any delays in the 
withdrawal of the funds which may be imposed by the Depository as a result of me making or redeeming of 
the investment pursuatll to our i:nstructions, nor shall Amerititle be liable for any loss or impairment of 
funds while those funds are on deposit in a fmancial institution if such loss or impairment results from the 
failure, insolvency or suspension of financial institution. 
7) Idaho Code 55-2501, et seq. is known as the "Id:ilio Property Condition Disclosu.>-e Act" and this 
transaction may be affected by the Act. Amerititle has advised you to seek separate advise regarding the 
Jaw a.-.,d Amerititle has not given you any advise about the Jaw that is not contained in these Closing 
Instructions. With the execution of these Closing I:nstiuctions you are certifYing that compliance with the 
law, if applicable, has been accomplished outside of closing. 
8) THE CLOSING AGE1,iT HAS ADVISED THE PARTIES r::ERETO TO SEEK THE ADVICE OF 
!}<DEPENDENT COUNSEL IF ANY PART OF THIS TRANSACTION rs NOT FULLY 
UNDERSTOOD. 
ADDITIONAL INSTRUCTIONS: 
Once transaction is closed please send the following to Snake River Funding, Inc. 192 N. Woodruff, Idaho 
Falls, ID 83401 
HUD 
Original Promissory Note 
Certified copy of the Deed ofTrusf 
Escrow Agreement 
Notice of Right to Cancel 
Final Residential Loan Application 
Final Good Faith Estimate 
~ tSHMilim 
2 
If ;<>)l wtn! inJor=Jon ohooi """crate or Deed ..,j,;~~n« 10 r=lvt 
. S.ecf=o.. J ur_~f.C•:O:!\i ilk-ru.. Visit our W~d·Wide Wtb rite at hutJI . ts. prfe.tS~CWt<x:;toU frecnumbn" 1~800..TI9-!9{}1_ 1f~ Tt\~< ~d!i_lm ~de ,W>lj,COO\ ' 
LOAN POLICY OF TITLE INSURANCE 
ISSUED BY 
c§!~Y.Y~.! 
A_ny notice of claim and any ether notice or statement in writi1~tequired to~$'e given to the Company under this Polley must be 
g1ven to the Company at the address shown In Section 17 of"t~e Conditions;· 
SUBJECT TO THE EXCLUSIONS FROM COVERAG 
AND THE CONDITIONS, STEWART TITLE G 
COVERAGE CONTAINED IN SCHEDULES, 
oration (the "Company") insures as of Date of 
, against loss or damage, riot exceeding the Policy and, to the extent stated in Covered Risks 1 
Amount of Insurance, sustained or incurred by the 
1. 
2. 
Title being vested other than as stated in Schedule A. . , . 
Any defect in or lien or encumbrance on the ll!l.e. This Co~ered Ris)(ihcJudes but is not limited to insurance against loss from 
3. 
4. 
5. 
{a) A defect in the Tltle caused by ; . . , . · . · .. ·· · · .. 
(i) fo:gery, fraud; undue influence, duress, inciif~~~~p.cy. incqp,~,~W;~r impersonation; 
(I!) failure of any person or Entity to have aut'10J!P.e.B.~,tti1ransfer.~fi~~l)~eyance; 
(iii) a document affecting Title not property create;~ ··· · . d, sealed, acknowledged, notarized, or delivered; 
(iv) failure to perform those acts necessary to' · ·· ctronic means authorized by law; 
(v) a document executed under a falsified, expi , ·"" power of attorney; 
(vi) a document not properly filed, recorded, or i~~e5t, · ecords including failure to perform thv"Se acts by 
electronic means authorlzed by raw; or " '~~''?; '~ · ·,:" , .·.. . · 
(vii) a defective judicial or administrative proceedi~;$JY.~~:·'t:i: '\~!t'· .>•: · 
(b) The lien of real estate taxes or assessments impo~8,;~l~it6·i~/7§tl~:\~tfa governmental authority due or payable, but 
unpaid. } ,;, .:,: ~ -·: ;: : · · ·.,.·.: .. '.:< 
(c). Any encroachment, encumbrance, violation, varia ·· ,ig'/;',~9~e.~~·'Qj:~umstimce affecting the Title that would be disclosed 
~Y an accurate and complete land survey o.f ~h~ La ., . Ji~~f.ffi;:i;roachment" includes encr~a~hm~nts of existing 
Improvements IC"...ated on lhe land onto adJo;mng la~."!f~ . .9n,cr-o~.t:.",ments onto the Land of ex1stmg Improvements 
located on adjoining land. · ·; ., · 
Unmarketable Title. · 
No right of access to and from the Land. 
The violation or enforcement of any law, ordinance, permit, or governmental regulation (including those relating to building 
and zoning) restricting, regulating, prohibiting, or relating to 
(a) the occupancy, use, or enjoyment of the Land; 
(b) the character, dimensions, or location of any improvement erected on the land; 
(c) the subdivision of land; or 
(d) environmental protection 
Countersigned: 
Authorized Countersignature 
AmeriTl!le, Inc. 
Company Name . 
Idaho Falls. ID 
City, State 
ALTA Loan Polley (6-17-06) 
I =No. M-9302-000902792 
Agency ID: 1271 oo 
7 Senior Chalnne.~the Boara 
EXHlBtT~ 
File Number 1 0-:!1~7,97 
HIBrr 
Covered Rlsks- Cont. 
ff a notice, describing any part of the land, is recorded in the Public 
Records setting forth the ~iola!lon or lnlentlon to enforce, but only to 
the extent of the violation or enforcementreferre·a to In that notice. 
6. An enforcement action based on the exercise of a governmental 
police power not covered by Covered Risk 5 lf a notice of the 
enforcement action, describing any part of the Land, Is recorded 
In the Public Records, but only to the extent of the enforcement 
referred to in that notice. 
7. The exercise of the rights of eminent domain If a notice of the 
· exercise, describing any part of the Land, is recorded in the 
Public Records. 
8. Any· taking by a governmental body that has occumed and Is 
binding on the rights of a purchaser for value without Knowledge; 
9. · The Invalidity or unenforceabllity of the.' !fen of the Insured 
Mortgage upon the T!tfe. This Covered Risk Includes but Is not 
limfted to insurance against loss from any of the following 
Impairing the flen of the Insured Mortgage: 
(a) forgery, fraud, undue influence, duress, incompetency, 
incapacity, or impersonation; 
(b) failure of any person or Entity to have authorized a transfer 
or conveyance; 
(c) the Insured Mortgage not being property cre.ated, executed, 
witnessed, sealed, acknowledged, notarized, or delivered; 
(cl) fallure to perform those acts necessary to create a 
document by electronic means authorized by law; 
(e) a dooument executed under a falslfied, e)(pired, or 
otherwise Invalid power of attorney; · 
(f) a document not properly filed, recorded, or Indexed in the 
Public Records Including failure to perform those acts by 
electronic means authorized by law; or 
(g) a defective judicial or adminlstrotive proceeding. 
1 o. The lack of priority of the lien of the Insured Mortg!lge upon the 
lltle over any other lien or encumbrance. 
11. The lack of priorlty of the lien of the Insured Mortgage upon the 
lltle 
(a) as security for each end every advance of proceeds of the 
loan secured by the Insured Mortgage over any statutory 
lien for services, latior, or material arising from construction 
of an improvement or work related to the Land when the 
Improvement or work !s either. 
{i) contracted for or commenced on or before Date of 
Policy; or . 
(II) contracted for, commenced, or continued after Date of 
Policy If the construction is financed, in whole or in 
part, by proceeds of the loan secured by the Insured 
Mortgage that the Insured has advanced or ls 
obligated on Date of Polley to advance; and 
(b) over the lien of any assessments for street improvements 
under constructlqn or completed at Date of Polley. 
12. The Invalidity or un:Snforceabil!ty of any assignment or the 
Insured Mortgage, provided the assignment is shown In 
Schedule A, or the failure of the assignment shown in Schedule 
A to vest title to the Insured Mortgage In the named Insured 
assignee free and clear of all liens. 
13. The Invalidity, unenforceabllity, lack of priority, or avoidance of 
the lien of the Insured Mortgage upon the lltle 
(a) resulting from the avoidance !n whole or !n part, or from a 
court order provldlng an alternative remedy, of any transfer 
of all or any part of the title to or any Interest ln the land 
occurring prior to the transaction creating the !len of the 
Insured Mortgage because that prior transfer constituted a 
fraudulent or preferential transfer under federal bankruptcy, 
state Insolvency, or similar creditors' rights laws; or 
(b) because the Insured Mortgage constitutes a preferential 
transfer under federal bankruptcy, state Insolvency, or 
similar creditors' rights laws by reason of the failure of Its 
recording In the Public Records 
i) to be tlmely, or 
li) to impart notice of Its existence to a purchaser for 
value or to a judgment or Hen creditor. 
14. Any defect In or lien or encumbrance on the lltle or other matter 
Included In Covered Risks 1 through 13 that has been created or 
attached or has been filed or recorded ln the Public Records 
subsequent to Dale of Polley and prior to the recording of the 
Insured Mortgage in the Publlc Records. 
The Company will also pay the costs, atiomeys' fees, and expenses 
Incurred In defense of any matter Insured against by this Policy, but 
only to the extent provided In the Conditions. 
Exclusions from Coverage 
The following matters are expressly excluded from the coverage of this policy, and the Company will not pay loss or damage, costs, attomeys' fees, or 
expenses that arise by reason of: 
1. (a) Any law, ordinance, permit, or governmental regulation 
(including those relating to building and zoning} restricting, regulating, 
prohiblting, or relatlng to · 
(i) the occupancy, use, or enjoyment of the Land; 
{ii) the character, dimensions, or location of any Improvement 
erected on the Land; 
(iii) the subdivision of land; or 
(iv) environmental protection; or the effect of any violatlon of 
these laws, ordinances, or governmental regulatlons. This 
Exclusion 1(a} does not modify or limit the coverage provided 
under Covered Risk 5. 
(b) Any governmental police power. This Exclusion 1 (b) does 
not modify or limit the coverage provided under Covered Risk 
6. 
2. Rights of eminent domain. Thls Exclusion does not modify or limit 
the coverage provided under Covered Rlsk 7 or 8. 
3. Defects, liens, encumbrances, adverse claims, or other matters: 
(a) created, suffered, assumed, or agreed to by the Insured 
Claimant; 
(b) not Known to the Company, not recorded In the Public 
Records at Date of Polley, but Known to the Insured 
Claimant and not disclosed in writing to the Company by the 
Insured Claimant prior to the date the Insured Claimant 
became an Insured under this policy; 
{c) resulting ln no loss or damage to the Insured Claimant; 
(d) attaching or created subsequent to Date of Polley (however, 
thls does not modify or limit the coverage provided under 
Covered Risk 11, 13, or 14): or 
(e) result1ng In loss or damage that would not have been 
sustained If the Insured Claimant had paid value for the 
Insured Mortgage. 
4. Unenforceabiilty of the lien of the Insured Mortg<~ge because of 
the inability or failure of an Insured to comply wit'l applicable 
doing-business laws of the state whene the Land Is situated. 
s. lnva!ldlty or unenforceablllty in whole or In part of the !fen of the 
Insured Mortgage that arises out of the transaction evidenced by 
the Insured Mortgage and Is based upon usury or any consumer 
credit protection or truth-in-tending law. 
e. Any claim, by neason of the operatlon of federal bankruptcy, state 
Insolvency, or slmllar creditors' rights laws, that the transaction 
creating the lien of the Insured Mortgage, Is: 
(a) a fraudulent conveyance or fraudulent transfer, or 
(b). a preferential transfer for any reason not stated in Covered 
Risk 13(b) of this policy. 
7. Any lien on the lltle for real estate taxes or assessments imposed 
by governmental authority and created or attaching between Date 
of Poflcy and the date of recording of the Insured Mortgage In the 
Public Records. This Exclusion does not modify or limit the 
coverage provided under Covered Risk 11(b). 
LOAN 
SCIIEDlJLE A 
OFFICE POLICY 1'-.'UMBER DATE OF POLICY AMOUNT OF PREMIUM: 
FILE JNSlJRANCE AMOUNT 
NUMBER 
I 10-44797 M-9302-000902792 MARCH 18, 2008 AT 2:34P.M. $268,000.00 $1,323.00 
1. Name of Insured: 
SNAKE RIVER FU!\TDING, INC., an Idaho Corporation 
2. Tne estate or interest in the land which is covered by this Policy is: 
FEE SIMPLE 
3. Title to the estate or interest ii"l the land is vested in: 
JOSH M. JARVIS, a married man dealing with his sole and separate property 
4. The insured mortgage and assignments thereof, if any, are described as follows: 
Deed of Trust given by JOSH M. JA..l~VIS, a married man dealing with his sole and separate property 
to AMERITITLE, an Oregon Corporation as Trustee and SNAKE RIVER FUNDING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, as Beneficiary, dated March 13, 2008 and recorded as Instrument No.1293728 on 
March 18, 2008 at 2:34 p.m., given to secure the payment of $268,000.00, and interest (and future 
advances if provided for in the Deed of Trust), due March 18,2009, records of Bonneville County, 
Idaho. 
5. The land referred to in this Policy is described as follows: 
Lot 25, Block 18, Comore Lorna, Division No. 23, to the County ofBonneville, State of Idaho, 
according to the recorded plat thereof. 
SCHEDULE A (EXTENDED COVERAGE) 
Loan Form 
FHe No. 1'0-44797 Policy No. M-9302-000902792 
SCHEDULEB 
EXCEPTIONS FROM COVERAGE 
This policy does not insure against loss or damage (and t.1e Company y,·iil not pay cos+.s, attorneys' fees or expenses) which arise 
by reason of: 
PART I 
Special Exceptions: 
L 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
Taxes for the year 2007 and all prior taxes have been paid. 
(Tax No. RP055540180250 $480.68 full year, 2007). 
Taxes for the year 2008 are an accming lien, not yet due or payable. 
Easements as designated and/or shown on the plat of CO MORE LOMA, DIVISION NO. 23 and 
any amendments tlwreto, recorded as Instrument No. 1227833, records of Bonneville County, 
Idaho. 
Protective Covenants for COMORE LOMA. DIVISION #23, but omitting covenants or restrictions, if 
any, based upon race, color, religion, sex, sexual orientation, familial status, marital status, disability, 
handicap, national origin, ancestry, or source of income, as set forth in applicable state of federal laws, 
except to the extent that said covenant or restriction is permitted by applicable law, recorded as Instrument 
No. 1228038, along with any other a..'1lendments thereto, records ofBo!lt!eville County, Idaho. 
Unpatented mining claims, reservations or exceptions in patents or in Acts authorizing the issua..Tice thereof: 
water rights, claims or title to water. 
Liens a..11d assessments of the Comore Loma Water Corporation: office mu"nber (208) 523-2478. There 
are no deli.."'1quencies of record. 
Right-of-Way Easement given by ill-WILLOW RANCH CORPORATION, party of the fm;t part to 
THE MOUNTAIN STATES TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COI\1P ANY, a Colorado 
Corporation, pa:rt'i of the second part, dated June 14, 1982, and recorded as 1'1Strument No. 626255, 
records of BonneVIlle County, Idaho. 
Development Agreement for Comore Lorna, Division No. 23 by a..."'1d between the COUNTY OF 
BONNEVILLE, a county of the State of Idaho, party of the first part and CO MORE 
DEVELOPMENT, INC., party of the second part, dated June 21, 2006, and recorded as Ir..strument No. 
1227832, records ofBonneville County, Idaho. 
ENDSCHEDULEB-P~~TI 
Countersigned 
SCHEDULE B- PART I (EXTEl\.'DED COVERAGE) 
Loan Fonn ~o~~ 
Signatory 
fi?O 
File No. i'0-44797 Policy No. M-9302-000902792 
SCHEDULER 
EXCEPTIONS FROM COVERAGE 
In addition to the matters set fort.lJ in Part I of this Schedule, the title to the estate or interest in Li.e land described or 
referred to in Schedule A is subject to the following matters, if m1y be shown, but the Company insures that these matters 
are subordinate to the lien or charge oft~e insured mortgage upon the estate or interest: 
Special Exceptions: 
NONE 
SCHEDULE B- P A.'!\.T II (EXTENDED COVERAGE) 
Loan Form 
PART II 
END SCHEDULE B- PART II 
621 
Our File No: 10-44797 
Customer Name: JARVIS, JOSH M 
EJ\ITIORSEMENT 8.1 
Issued By: 
STEW ART TITLE GUARA1'~-TY COMPANY 
Attached to and fonr.ing a part of Policy ofTitle Insurance: M-9302-000902792 
The insurance afforded by this endorsement is only effective if the la.."ld is used or is to be used prur..arily for residential purposes. 
The Company insures the insured against loss or damage sustained by reason of lack of priority of the lien of the insured mortgage 
over: 
a. a11y environmental protection lien which, at Date of Policy, is recorded in t.~ose records established under state statutes at 
Date of Policy for the pmpose of imparting constructive notice of matters relating to real property to purchasers for value 
and without knowledge, or filed in the records of the clerk of the United States district court for the district in which the 
la."ld is located, except as set forth in Schedule B; or 
b. any environmental protection lien provided for by any state statute in effect at Date of Policy, except envL.-onmental 
protection liens provided for by the following state statutes: none. 
This endorsement, when countersigned below by a validating signatory is made a part of the poiicy and is subject to all of the terms 
and provisions thereof and of any prior endorsements thereto. Except to the extent expressly stated, it neit.~er modifies a.11y of the 
terms and provisions of the policy and any prior endorsements, nor does it extend t.~e effective date of the policy and any prior 
endorsements, nor does it increase the face amount thereof. 
IN WITNESS WP....EREOF, the Company has caused its corporate na..-ne and seal to be hereunto aflixed by its duly aut.~orized 
officers. 
Dated: MARCH 18, 200& AT 2:34P.M. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY COMPANY and 
A~1ERITITLE 
Validating Signatory 
ALTA Endorsement Form 8.1, (Environmental Protection Lien) (Revised 10-17-70 and 10-17-84) 
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Our File No: 10-44797 
Customer N:une: JARVIS, JOSH M 
EN'DORSEMENT 100 
Issued By: 
STEWART TITLE GUARA~TY CO:rt1PANY 
Attached to and fonning a part of Policy ofTitle Insurance: M-9302-000902792 
The Company hereby insures agabst loss which said lrk.11red shall sustain by reason of any of the following matters: 
1. Any incorrectness in the assurance which the Company hereby gives: 
a. That there are no covena.'1ts, conditions, or restrictions under which the lien of the mortgage referred to in Schedule A can be cut off, 
subordinated, or otherwise impaired; 
b. That there are no present violations on said land of any enforceable covenants, conditions, or restrictions; 
c. That, except as shown in Schedule B, there are no encroachments of buildings, structures, or improvements located on said land onto 
adjoining lands, nor any encroachments onto said land of buildings, structures, or improvements located on adjoining lands. 
2. a. Any future violations on said land on any covenants, conditions, or restrictiOn occurring prior to acquisition of title to said estate or 
interest by the Insured, provided such violations result in impairment or loss of the lien of the mortgage referred to in Schedule A, or 
result in impairment or loss of title to said estate or interest ift~e Insured shall acquire such title in satisfaction of the indebtedness 
secured by such mortgage. 
b. Unmarketability of the title to said estate or interest by reason of any violations on said land, occuning prior to acquisition of title to 
said es+.ate or interest by the Insured, of any covenants, conditions or restrictions. 
3. Damage to existing improvements, including lawns, shrubbeJY or trees 
a. which are located or encroach upon that portion of the la."ld subject to any easement shown in Schedule B, which damage results from 
the exercise of the right to use or maintain such easement for the purposes for which the same was gr.anted or reserved. 
b. resulting from the exercise of any right to use the surface cf said 1~~d for the extraction or developrr1ent of the rninera1s ex~pted from 
the description of said land or shown as a reservation in Schedule B. 
4. A.'1y final court order or judgment requiring removal from any land adjoining said land of a.11y e:tcroachments shown in Schedule B. 
Wh~ever in this Endorsement any or all the words "covenants, conditions or restrictions" appear they shall not be deemed to refer to or include the terms, 
covenants and conditions contained in any lease referred to in Schedule A. 
The total liability of the Company under said policy and any endorsements t.~erein shall not exceed, in the aggregate, the face amount of said policy and 
costs which the Company is obligated under the conditions a11d stipulations thereofto pay. 
Tnis endorsement, when countersigned below by a validating signatory, is made a part of said policy and is subject to the schedules, conditions a.'ld 
stipulations therein, except as modified by the provisions hereo£ 
IN WITNESS WfrEREOF, the Company has caused its corporate name and seal to be hereunto affixed by its duly authorized 
officers. 
Dated: MARCH 18, 2008 AT 2:34 P.M. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY COMP~~~ and 
AMERITITLE 
BY: 
Validating Signatory 
Endorsement 100 
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Our File No: 10-44797 
Customer Name: Jarvis, Josh M. 
El\TDORSEMENT 102.4 
Issued By: 
STEW ART GUARANTY INSURAJ.~CE COMPANY 
At+..ached to an.d forming a part of Policy of Title L11surance: M-9302-000902792 
T'ne Company assures the ovmer of the indebtedness secured by the mortgage or deed of trc~st referred to in paragraph 4 of 
Schedule A: 
1. That the foundations of the structure under construction on said la..'1d to t!>Js date are v.'ithin L.'le boundary lbes of 
said land; 
2. That the location of said foundations does not violate the covenants, or restrictions referred to ir1 Schedule B. 
The Company hereby :insured said Assured against loss which said Assured shall sustain in the event that t.'le assura:1ce herem shall 
prove to be incorrect. 
The total liability of the Company under said policy and a11y endorsements t.l;erein shall not exceed, in the aggregate, the face 
amount of said policy and costs which the company is obligated under the conditions and stipulations t.~ereof to pay. 
This endorsement is made a part of said policy and is subject to the schedules, conditions a..11d stipulations therein, except as 
modified by the provisions hereof. 
This endorsement is not to be construed as insuring t~e title to said estate or interest as of any later date that the date of said policy, 
except as herein expressly provided as to the subject matter hereof. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Company has caused its corporate na:ne and seal to be hereunto affixed by its duly authorized 
officers. 
Dated: 03/18/08 
STEWARTGUARANTYINSURANCECOMPANYand 
A.l\1ERITITLE 
BY: 
Validating Signatory 
IRB 102.4, ILTA Form 102.4, MISD Rev. 7-75 
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Order No. 10-44797 
DEVELO:PMENT, rNC., pa..Tty of the second part. dated June 21. 2006, and recorded as 
I:nstrun:tent No. 1227832, recor~ of Bonneville County, Idaho. 
8. DEED OF TRUST: 
GRANTOR: .Josh M. J ia.L\-'is> a :ru..a.."T.ied man dcal:ing with his so 1c and separate property 
TRUSTEE: Amtrititle , 
BENEFICIARY: New P~e Investments, LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company 
DATED: Ma..--ch 7, 2008 
DATE RECORDED: March 7, 2008 
lNSTRUMENT NO.: 1292540 
COUNTY: Bonneville 
A.M:OUNT SECURED: $55,000.00 
DATEDu13: :Match 7~ 2008 
9. Qllld Support, Medical J. . .ssistance. Unemployment and/or State Ta."t Li~, if any, filed in the 
Office ofthe Secreta.ry of State for Idaho, pu..."'SU.a11t to Chapter 19, Title 45 of the Idaho Code 
after March 5, 2008. · 
NOTE: 
a. 
b. 
c. 
·-------END OF SCBHDTYLE B u·------
Tn.e BooneviJle County .A.ssessor's Office reflects the addreSs fur the subject property to be 
as follows: 6280 E. Sagewood Drive, IcWlo Falls. ~~ 83406. · 
There are no con'Veyances affecting the subject premises recorded within the pa.,'i 12 
months, except as follows: 
1. Warranty Deed given by BOB MILLS and K..~YE :MITJ....S, husband and 
wife, as Grantor( s) tc JOSH M. JARVIS, a married man dealing with bis 
sole and separate property, as Grantee(s), dated Ma."'"Ch 7, 2008, and 
teCOrdoo as Instrument No. 1292539, recoros ofBonneville County, Idaho. · 
For ~ons ~fills file, please call us at {208) 524-6600 
E-Mall Closing Documents to: ifclose@anleri-fitle.com 
2 
MA 2/2008/WED ! l: 14 
OrderNo. 10-44797 
Escrow Number: 
Escrow Officer: 
Title Number: 
Title Examiner: 
Your Reference: 
''TLE 
IFl0-44797 
Mega,"l Bu.."!1side 
10-44797 
Ben Thomas 
No. 208 
C0Ml\1JTMENT FOR TIT:LE INSUR4.-N"CE 
SCHEDULE A 
1. Effective Dated as ofMarch 10, 2008 at 8:00A.M. 
2. Policy or Policies to be issued: 
(Endorsements are included in prerrritL.'Tl) 
LENDER'S EXTENDED POLICY ($224.00 credit included) 
E:N"DORSEMENTS: 100) 116~ 8.1 
Proposed Insured: AVERY FINA1~CIAL GROlJP, INC. 
Amount: 
$268,000.00 
P. 002 
Premium: 
$'1,283.00 
3. The estate or interest in the la11.d described or referred to in thls Commitment a..'1d covered here:in is 
Fee Simple 
4. Title to the above estate or interest in said land is at the effective date hereof vested in: 
JOSH M. JARVIS, a married man dealing with his sole and separate property 
5: The la..1.d referred to in this Com:llitment is described as follows: 
Lot 25, Block 18, Comore Lorna, Division No. 23, to the County of.Bonnevme, State of 
Idaho~ acco:rding to the :recorded :plat thereof. 
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SCHEDULE B-SECT! ON 1 
TI1e foilovving are the requirements to be complied with: 
1. Payment to 01" for the accOU..'J.t of the Grantors &'1dlor Mortgagors of the full consideration for t.~e estate or 
interest to be insured. 
2. Pay us the premiums, fees and charges for the policy(s). 
3. Documents satisfactory to us creating the interest in the land and/ or the mortgage to be 1nsured rnust be 
signed, delivered and recorded. 
4. You must tell us in vvriting the name of anyone not referred to in the Co:tnmitment who \Vill get au interest 
in the la\''ld or who 'Will make a loan on the laud. We may then make additional requirements or 
exceptions. 
5. We will require thta spouse of the restee 11amed herein join in !nty conveyance and! or encmnb:rance 
to sadsfv Homestead Exemptions limitations and Co:nnn'llllitv Propertv presrunptions. 
6. We wiil require lien waivers from all contractors, sub"cantractors and/or materialman who have 
worked on or supplied materials to the property. Also, we will require a satisfactory financial 
statement fro:m the borrower together with an indemnity agreement from the general contractor 
and the own.er(s). 
7. Thls co:mn:rlt:ment Is subject to a visual insped.ion of the subject premises. We will issue an Update 
to this Commitment upon completion of said inspection. 
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SCHEDULE B- SECTION 2 
Schedule B of the policy or policies to be issued >vi11 contain exceptions to the fo11owit1g matt.ers unless the s&.+ne 
are disposed of the satisfaction of the Company. · 
f., Defects, liens, encumbrnnces, adverse claims or other matters, if any, created first appearing in the public recorda or attaching 
subsequent to the effective dafe hereof but prior to the date the proposed insured acquires for value of re<;ord the estate: or in~5t 
or mortgage thereon cove.red by this Commitment. 
B. 
c. 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
General Exceptiokls~ 
Rights or claims of parties in possession not shoWn byth.e ;:mblic records. 
Easements, or claims of easements, not shown by the public records. 
Bncroacluncnts, overlap~, boundary line disputes, or other matters which would be disclosed by a.'1 accurate survey or inspection 
of the premises. . 
Any lien, or right to a lien, for services, labor or material heretofore or hereafter furnished, imposed by law and not shown by the 
public records. 
(a) Unpatented mining claims; (b) reservations or exceptions in patents or in Acts authorizing the issuance thereof, (c) water 
rights, claims or title to water, whethe: arnot the matters excepted under (a), (b), or (c) are shown by the public records. 
Tll.Xes or special assessments which are not sho\l.'!l as existing liens by the records of any tll.Xing authority that levies taxes or 
assessments on real property or by the public records. Procct:dings by a publlc agency which may result in taxes or iiSSessments, 
or notices o:f such proceedings, whet.lu~r or not shown by the records o( such agency or by the public records. 
Special Exception.s; 
Taxes for the year 2007 and all prior taxes have been paid. 
(Tax No. RP055540180)50 $480.68 full year, 2007). 
Taxes for the year 2008 are an accruing lien, not yet due or payable. 
Easements as designated and/or shown on the plat of CO MORE LOMA-, DIVISION NO. 
23 and any amendments thereto, recorded as Instrument No. 1227833, records of Bonneville 
County, Idaho. 
Protective Covenants for CO MORE LOMA DIVISION #23, but omitting covenants or 
restrictions, if any, based upon race, color, religion, sex, sex.UB.l orientation, fa:rn.ilial status, marital 
status, disability, handicap, national origin. ancestry, or source of income, as set forth in applicable 
state offederallaws, except to the extent that said covenant or restriction is permitted by applicable 
law, recorded as Instrument No. 1228038, along with any other amendments thereto, records of 
Bonneville County, Idaho. 
Unpatented m:i.ning claims, reservations or exceptions in patents or in Acts autb.o:rizio.g the issuance 
thereof, water riglits, claims or title to water. 
Liens and asses&me:ats of the Comore Lo:ma Water Corporation: office number (208) 523-2478. 
Right-of-Way Basement given by HI-WILLOW RANCH CORPOR4.TION, party of the first 
part to THE MOUNTAIN STATES TELEPHONE A .... l\ID TELEGRAPH: CO:MJ? M·tY, a 
Colo:rado Corporation, party of the second part, dated June 14, 1982, and recorded as Instrument 
No. 626255, records ofBonueville Couo.ty, Idaho. 
Dev-elopment Agreement for Comore Lorna, Division No. 23 by and betvleen the COUNTY OF 
BO.l."i'NEVILLE, a county of the State ofidaho, party of the fi.rstpart and COMORE 
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DEVELOP.MENT ~ IN C •• party of the second part, dated June 21. 2006, and recorded as 
Instrument No. 1227832~ records of Bonneville County, Idaho. 
8. DEED OF TRUST; 
GRANTOR: Josh M. J a."'Vis) a married man dealing with his sole and separate property 
TRUSTEE: A<·nerititle 
BE1'--l"EFICI.ARY: New Phase Investments, LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company 
DATED: March 7, 2008 
DATE RECORDED: March 7, 2008 
INSTRUM:E:N1 NO.: 1292540 
COT.J:NTY: Bonneville 
A.'Tv.I:OUNT SECURED: $55,000.00 
DATE DUE: March 7, 2008 
9. Child Support, Medical Assistance, Unemployment and/or State Tro~ Liens~ if any, filed in the 
Office of the Secretary of State for Idaho, pursuant to Chapter 19, Title 45 of the Idaho Code 
after March 5, 2008. 
NOTE: 
a. 
b. 
c. 
The Bot;l..tJ.eville County Assessor's Office reflects the address for the subject property to be 
as follows: 6280 E. Sagewood Drive, Idaho Falls, Idaho~ 83406. 
There are no conveyances affecting the subject premises recorded within the past 12 
months, e..'Ccept as follows: 
1. Warranty Deed given by BOB MILLS and K..A..YE :MILLS, husband and 
wife, as Grantor(s) to JOSH M. JARVIS. a married man deaLing withlris 
sole I.'L."ld separate property, as Grantee(s), dated March 7, 2008> and 
recorded as Instnunent No. 1292539. records ofBoiL."leville County~ 
Idaho. 
For Questions regarding this file, please call us at (208) 524-6600 
E-Mail Closing Documents to; ifclose@ameri-title.com 
Our File No: 10-44797 
Customer Name: JARVIS, JOSH M 
ENTIORSEMENT 116 
Issued By: 
STEW ART TITLE GUAR4NTY COMP AL'N 
Attached to a..'1d forming a pBJ."i of Policy of Title Insurance: M-9302-000902792 
The Company assures the l'rlsured that at the date of this policy there is located on said 
land: 
knovvn as: 
a single family dwelling 
6280 E. Sagewood Drive 
Idaho Falls, Id?ho 83406 
The Compac'1y hereby insures tJie l'rlsured against loss which said Ir...sured shall sustain in the event that the 
assurac'1ce herein shall prove to be incorrect. 
The total liability of the Company under said policy a..'1d any endorsements therein shall not exceed, in the 
aggregate, the face amou...'1t of said policy and costs which the CompBJ.'1Y is obligated under the conditions ac'1d 
·stipulations thereof to pay. 
Tnis endorsement, when countersigned below by a Validati.11g Signatory, is made a part of said policy and is 
subject to the schedules, conditions and stipulations therein, except as modified by th.e provisions thereof. 
IN vVIT:Nl3SS WHEREOF, the Compac"'ly has caused its corporate name a..."'ld seal to be hereunto affixed by its duly 
authorized officers. 
Dated: Jv!ARCH 18,2008 AT 2:34P.M. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY COMPANY and 
.t>.MERITITLE 
BY: 
Validating Signatory 
CLTA 116 (Revised 2-20-61) ALTA Lender, Designation of Improvements' Land Location 
630 
'. DEFINITION OF TERMS 
The follaNing terms when used in this policy mean: 
(al "Amount of lnsuranceH: The amount stated In Schedule 
A, as may be increased or decreased by endorsement to 
this policy, Increased by Section S(b) or decreased by 
Section iO of these Conditions. 
(b) "Date of Policy": The date designated as "Date of Policv'' 
in Schedule A. • 
(c) "Entity"; A corporation, partnership, trust, limited !iablllty 
company, or other slmliar legal entity. 
(d) "Indebtedness": The obligation secured by the Insured 
Mortgage including one evidenced by electronic means 
authortzed by law, and lf that obllgallon ls the payment of 
a deb~ the Indebtedness lsthe sum of · 
i) the amount of the principal disbursed as of Date of 
Policy; 
II) the amount of the principal disbursed subsequent to 
Date of Policy; 
iii} the construction loan advances made subsequent 
to Date of Policy for the purpose of financing in 
whole or In part the construction of an Improvement 
to the Land or related to the Land that the Insured 
was and continued to be obligated to advance at 
Date of Polley and at the date of !he advance; 
fv) interest on the loan; 
v) the prepayment premiums, exlt fees, and other 
similar fees or penalties allowed by law; 
vi) the expenses of foreclosure and any other costs of 
enforcement; 
vii) the amounts advanced to assure compliance with 
laws or to protect the !len or the priority of the lien of 
the Insured Mortgage before the acquisition of the 
estate or Interest In the T!tle; 
viii) the amounts to pay taxes and Insurance; and 
ix) the reasonable amounts expended to prevent 
deterioration of Improvements; but the 
Indebtedness Is reduced by the total of all 
payments and by any amount forgiven by an 
Insured. · 
(e) "Insured": The Insured named In Schedule A. 
(i) The term "Insured" also Includes 
(A) the owner of the Indebtedness and each 
successor in ownership of the Indebtedness, 
whether the owner or successor owns t.l-te 
Indebtedness for Its own account or as a 
trustee or other fiduciary, except a successor 
who Is an obligor under the provisions of 
Section 12{c} of these Conditions; 
(B) the person or Entity who has •control• of the 
"transferable record." if the Indebtedness is 
evidenced by a "transferable record,~ as these 
terms are defined by applicable electronic 
transactions law; 
(C) successors to an Insured by dissolution, 
merger, consolidation, distribution, or 
reorganization; 
(D) successors to an Insured by Its conversion to 
another kind of Entity; 
(E) a grantee of !Jn Insured under a deed 
delivered without payment of actual valuable 
consideration conveying the Title 
(1) If the stock, shares, memberships, or 
other equity Interests of the grantee are 
whoHy·owned by the named Insured, 
(2) if the grantee wholly owns the named 
Insured, or 
(3) If the grantee Is wholly-owned by an 
affiliated Entity or the named Insured, 
provided the affiliated Entity and the 
named Insured are both wholly-owned by 
the same person or Entity; 
(F) any government agency or instrumentality that 
Is an insurer or guarantor under an insurance 
contract or guaranty insuring or guaranteeing the 
CONDITIONS 
Indebtedness secured by the Insured Mortgage, or 
any part of It, whether named as an Insured or not; 
(ii} With regard to {A), (B), (C), (D) , and (E) reserving, 
however, an rights and defenses as to any 
successor that the Company would have had 
against any predecessor Insured, unless the 
successor acquired the Indebtedness as a 
purchaser for value without Knowledge of the 
asserted defect lien, encumbrance, or other matter 
insured against by this policy. 
(f) "Insured Claimant•: An Insured claiming loss or 
damage. 
(g) "Insured Mortgage•: The Mortgage described in 
paragraph 4 of Schedule A. 
(h) "Knowledge" or "Known•: Actual knowledge, not 
constructive knowledge or notice that may be Imputed to 
an Insured by reason of the Public Records or any other 
records that Impart constructive notice of matters 
affecting the Title. 
(i) "Land"; The land described In Schedule A, and affixed 
Improvements that by law constitute real property. The 
term "Land" doos not Include any property beyond the 
lines of the area described In Schedule A. nor any right, 
title, Interest, estate, or easement In abutting streets, 
roads, avenues, alleys, lanes, ways, or waterv;ays, but 
this does not modify or limit the extent that a right of 
access to and from the Land Is insured by lhls policy. 
aJ "Mortgage•; Mortgage, deed of trust, tr.Jsl deed, or other 
security instrument, Including one evidenced by 
electronic means authorized by law. 
(l<) "Public Records": Records established under state 
statutes at Date of Policy for the purpose of·~mpartlng 
constructive notice of matters relating to real property to 
purchasers for value and without Knowledge. With 
respect to Covered Risk 5{d), "Public Records" shaH also 
include environmental protection liens tiled in the records 
of the clerk of the United States District Court for the 
district where the Land Is toceted. 
(I) "TlUe": The estate or Interest descril:led In Schedule A. 
(m) ·unmarketable Title": Tltle affected by an alleged or 
apparent matter that would permit a prospective 
purchaser or lessee of the Tltle or lender on the Title or a 
prospective purchaser of the Insured Mortgage to be 
released from the obligation to purchase, lease, or lend if 
there Is a contractual condition requiring the delivery of 
marketable title. 
2. CONTINUATION OF INSURANCE 
The coverage of this policy shall continue in force as of Date 
of Policy in favor of an Insured after acquisition of the Title by 
an Insured or after conveyance by an Insured, but only so 
long as the Insured retains an estate or interest in the Land, 
or holds an obligation secured by a purchase money 
Mortgage given by a purchaser from the Insured, or only so 
long as the Insured shall have ilablllty by reason of warranties 
ln any transfer or conveyance of the Title. This policy shalf 
not continue In force in favor of any purchaser from the 
Insured of either (I) an estate or Interest In the Land, or (il) an 
obligation secured by a.· purchase money Mortgage given to 
the Insured. 
3. NOTICE OF CLAIM TO BE GIVEN BY INSURED 
CLAIMANT 
The Insure<! shall notlfy the Company promptly in writlng (f)ln 
case of any litigation as set forth In Section 5(a} of these 
Conditions, {I!) in case Knowledge shall come tc an Insured of 
any claim of tltle or Interest that !s adverse to the Title or the 
lien of the Insured Mortgage, as Insure<!, and that might cause 
loss or damage for which the Company may be liable by 
virtue of this policy, or (iii) If the Title or the lien of the Insured 
Mortgage, as Insured, is rejected as Unmarketable Title. If 
the Company Is prejudiced by the failure of the insured 
Claimant to provide prompt notice, the Company's liability to 
the Insured Claimant under the policy shall be reduced to the 
extent of the prejudice. 
6~1 
CONDITIONS- Contrnuod 
4, PROOF OF LOSS 
In the event the Company Is unable to detemnine the amount of 
loss or damage, the Company may, a! Its option, require as a 
condition of payment that the Insured Claimant furnish a signed 
proof of loss. The proof of loss must describe the defect, lien, 
encumbrai'Y'.-e, or other matter insured against by this pollcy that 
constitutes the basis of loss or damage and shall state, to the 
extent possible. the basis of calculating the amount of the loss or 
damage. 
5. DEFENSE A"'O PROSECUTION OF ACTIONS 
(a) Upon written request by the Insured, and subject to the 
options contained ln Section 7 of these Conditions, the 
Company, at Its own cost and without unreasonable delay, 
shall provide for the defense of an Insured In litigation in 
which any third party asserts a claim covered by this policy 
adverse to the Insured. This obligation is limited to only 
those stated causes of action alleging mattens insured 
against by this policy. The Company shall have the right to 
select counsel of its choice (subject to the right of the 
Insured to object for reasona.bie cause) to represent. the 
Insured as to those staled causes of action. It shall not be 
liable for and will not pay the fees of any other counsel. 
The Company wHI not pay any fees, costs, or expenses 
incurred by the Insured In the defense of those causes of 
action that allege mattens not Insured against by this policy. 
{b) The Company shall have the light, ln add!tlon to the options 
contained in Section 7 of these CondJUons, at its own cost, 
to institute and prosecute any action or proceeding or to do 
· any other act that in Its opinion may be necessary or 
desirable to establish the Title or the Uen of the Insured 
Mortgage, as Insured, or to prevent or reduce loss or 
damage to the Insured. The Company may take any 
appropriate action under the tenms of {his policy. whether or 
;. not it shall be liable to the Insured. The exerclse of these 
· rights shall not be an admission of liability or waiver of any 
provision of this policy. If the Company exercises its rights 
under this subsection, it must do so diligently. 
(c) Whenever the Company brings an· .action or assern> a 
·defense as required or penmltted by this pollcy, the 
Company may pursue the litigation to a flnal detemnlnation 
by a court of competent jurisdiction, and lt expressly 
reserves the right, in Its sole discretion, to appeal any 
adverse Judgment or order. 
B. DUTY OF INSURED CLAIMANT TO COOPERATE 
{a) ln aU cases where this policy permits or requires the 
Company to prosecute or provide fo(the defense of any 
action or proceeding and any appeals, the Insured shall 
secure to the Company the right to so prosecute or provide 
defense in the action or proceeding, including the right to 
use, at its option, the nama of the Insured for this purpose. 
Whenever requested by the. Company, the insured, at the 
Company's expense, shall give the Company all reasonable 
aid (i) in· securing evidence, obtaining · witnesses, 
prosecuting or defending the action or proceeding, or 
effecting settlement, and (li) in any other lawful act that In 
the opinion of the Company may be necessary or desirable 
to establish the Title, the lien of the ·!nsured Mortgage, or 
any other matter as Insured. If the Company is prejudiced 
by the failure of the Insured to ·furnish the required 
cooperation, the Company's obligations to the Insured 
under the policy shall tenminate, Including any !lability or 
obligation to defend, prosecute, or continue any litigation, 
wlth regard to the matter or matters requiring such 
cooperation. 
(b) The Company may reasonably require the Insured Claimant 
to submit to examination under oalh by any au.thorized 
representative of the Company and to produce for 
examination. Inspection, and copying, at such reasonable 
tlmes and places as may be designated by the authorized 
representative of the Company, all· •records, in whatever 
medium maintained, including books, ledgers, checks, 
memoranda, correspondence, reports, a-mails, disks, 
tapes, and vl::leos whether bearing a dale before or after 
Date of Policy,. that reasonably pertain to the loss or 
damage. Further, If requested by any authorized 
representative of the Company, the Insured Claimant shall 
grant Its penmisslon, !n writing, for any authorized 
representative of the Company to examine, inspect, and 
copy all of these records ln the custcdy or control of a third 
pany that reasonably pertain to the loss or damage. All 
information designated as confidential by the Insured 
Claimant provided to the Company pursuant to thls Section 
shall not be disclosed to others unless, in tl1e reasonable 
judgment of tile Company, It Is necessary ln the 
administration of the claim. Failure of the Insured Claimant 
to submit for examination under oath, produce any 
reasonably requested lnfonmatlon, or grent penmisslon to 
secure reasonably necessary infonmation from third parties 
as r~>quirad in this Sl;lbsectlon, unless prohibited by law or 
governmental regulation. shall temninate any liability of the 
Company under .this policy as to that claim. 
7. OPTIONS TO PAY OR OTHERWISE SETTLE CLAIMS; 
TERMINATION OF LIAS!LITY 
In case of a claim under this policy. the Company shall have the 
following additional options: 
(a) To Pay or Tender Payment of the Amount of Insurance or to 
Purchase the Indebtedness. , 
(I) To pay or tender payment of the Amount of Insurance 
under this policy together with any costs, attorneys' 
fees, and expenses incurred by the Insured Claimant 
that were authorized by the Company up to the time of 
payment or. lender of payment and that the Company 
is obngated to pay; or 
(il) To purchase the Indebtedness for the amount of the 
Indebtedness on the date of purchase, together with 
any costs, attorneys' fees, and expenses incurred by 
the insured Claimant that were authorized by the 
Company up to the time of purchase and that the 
Company is obligated to pay. 
When the Company purchases the Indebtedness, the 
Insured shall transfer, assign, and convey to the 
Company the Indebtedness and the Insured Mortgage, 
together with any collateral security. 
Upon the exercise by !he Company of either of the 
options provided for ln subsections (a}{!) or (11), all 
!lability and obligations of !he Company to the Insured 
under this .policy, other than to make the payment 
required in those subsections, shall temnlnate, 
including ·any liabHity or obligation to defend, 
prosecute, or continue any litigation. 
(b) To Pay or Otherwise Settle Wlth Parties Other Than 
the Insured or Wlth the Insured Claimant. 
(f) to pay or otherwise settle with other parties for or In the 
name of .an Insured Claimant any claim Insured 
against under this policy. In addition, the Company 
will pay any costs, attorneys' fees, and expenses 
Incurred by. the Insured Claimant that were authorized 
by the Company up to the time of payment and that 
the Company Is obligated. to pay; or 
(il} to pay or otherwise settle with the Insured Claimant the 
loss or damage provided for under this policy, together 
with any costs, attomeys'·fees, and expenses incurred 
by the Insured Claimant that were authorized by the 
Company up to the time of payment and that the 
Company Js.obligated to pay. 
Upon the exercise by the Company of either of the options 
provided for In -subsections (b)(l) or {li), the Company's 
obligations to the Insured under this policy for the claimed 
loss or damage, other than the payments required to be 
made, shall tem1ina!e, including any liability or obligation to 
defend, prosecute, or continue any litigation. 
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CONDITIONS· Continued 
8. DETERMINATiON AND EXTENT OF UABIUTY 
This policy Is a contract of Indemnify ag$lnst actual monetary 
loss or damage sustained or incurred by 'the Insured Claimant 
who has suffered loss or damage by reason of matters Insured 
against by this policy. 
(a) The extent of liability of the Compan~rfor loss or damage 
under this policy shalt not exceed the fttas! of 
(I) the Amount of Insurance, 
(H) the Indebtedness, 
(Iii) the difference between the value of the 1ltle as Insured 
and the value of the Title subject to the risk Insured 
against by this p61icy, or .. ·· 
(iv} if a government agency or Instrumentality Is the 
Insured Claimant, the amount It paid In the acquisition 
of the Title or the Insured Mortgage in satlsfactlon of 
its Insurance contract or guaranty. 
(b) If the Company pursues its·rights under Section 5 of these 
Conditions and 'Is unsuccessful In establishing the Title or 
the lien of the Insured Mortgage, as Insured, 
(I) the Amount of Insurance shall tie Increased by 10%, 
a~ . ~ 
(ii) the Insured Claimant shall have'1he right to have the 
loss or damage determined either as of the date the 
claim was made by the Insured Claimant or as of the 
date it Is settled and paid. 
(c) fn the event the Insured has acquired the Title In the 
manner described ln Section 2 of these Conditions or has 
conveyed the Title, then the extent of liabllity of the 
Company shall continue as set forth In Section 8(a) of these 
Conditions. 
(d) In addition to t'1e extent of liability under (a), (b), and (c), the 
Company will also pay those costs .. attorneys' fees, and 
expenses lncuried In accordance with Sections 5 and 7 of 
these Conditions. · 
S. . Lf~v11TATION. OF LiABfliTT . 
(a) !f the Company establishes the Title, or removes the 
alleged defect, lien, or encumbrance,:or cures the lack of a 
right of access to or from the Land, or cures the claim of 
Unmari<etabfe Title, or establishes the lien of the Insured 
Mortgage, all as Insured, in a reasonably diligent manner by 
any method, including litigatlon and the completion of any 
appeals, It shaH have fully performed its obligations with 
respe:t to that matter and shall not be Hable for any loss or 
damage caused to the Insured. 
(b) n the event of any litigation, incluelir.g litigation by the 
Company or with the Company's consent, the Company 
shall have no liability for loss or damage until there has 
been a final ·determination by a court of competent 
jurisdiction, and disposition of all appeals, adverse to the 
1ltle or to the lien of the Insured Mortgage, as insured. 
(c) The Company shall not be llabte for loss or damage to the 
Insured for liability voluntarily assumed by the Insured In 
settling any claim or suit without the prior written consent of 
the Company. 
10. REDUCTION OF INSURANCE; REDUCTION OR 
TERMINATION OF LIAS!LITY 
(a) All payments under thls policy, except payments made for 
costs, attorneys' fees, and expenses, shall reduce the 
Amount- of Insurance by the amount of the payment. 
However, any payments made prior:to the acquisition of 
1ltle as provided in Secfion 2 of these. Conditions shall not 
reduce the· Amount of Insurance affor.ded under this policy 
except to the· extent that the p'.ayments reduce the 
Indebtedness. 
(b) The voluntary satlsfactlon or release of the Insured 
Mortgage shall terminate allliablllty of.the Company except 
as provided In S-ection 2 of these Conditions. 
11. PAYMENT OF LOSS 
When liability and the extent of loss or damage have been 
definitely fixed in accordance with these Conditions, the payment 
shall be made within 30 days. 
12. RIGHTS OF RECOVERY UPON PAYMENT OR 
SETTLEMENT ' 
(a) The Company's Right to Recover. 
Whenever the Company shall h·ave setued and paid a claim 
under thls policy, il shall be subrogated and entitled to the 
rights of the Insure a Claimant in the Title or Insured Mortgage 
and all other rights and re.medles in respect to the claim that 
the Insured Claimant has against any person or property, to 
the extent· of the amount of any loss, costs, attorneys• fees, 
and expenses paid by the Company. If requested by the 
Company, the Insured Claimant shall execute documents to 
evioence the transfer to the Company of these rights and 
remedies. The Insured Claimant shall permit the Company to 
sue, compromise, ·Or settle In '!he name of the Insured 
Claimant and to use the name of the Insured Claimant in any 
transaction or litigation involving these rights and remedies. 
If a payment on account of a claim coes not fully cover the 
loss of the Insured Cfalmant, the Company shall defer the 
exercise of Its right to recover until after' the Insured Claimant 
shall have recovered !ts Joss. 
(b) The Insured's Rights and limitations. 
(I) The owner of the Indebtedness may release or 
substifute the personal liabllity of any,. debtor or 
guarantor, extend or otherwise modify the terms of 
payment, release a portion of the 1ltle from the !len of 
the Insured Mortgage,. or release !l,ny collateral 
security for the Indebtedness, if it does not affect the 
enforceability or priority of the Hen of the Insured 
Mortgage. 
{II) If the Insured exercises a right provided In (b)(l). but 
has Knowledge of any claim adverse to .the 1lUe or the 
lien of the Insured Mortgage insured against by this 
policy, the Company shall be required to pay only that 
part of any· losses Insured against by this policy that 
shali exceed the amount, lf any, lost to the Company 
by reason of the impairment by the Insured Claimant of 
the Company's right of subrogation. 
(c) The Company's Rights Against Noninsured Obligors 
The Company's·.right of subrogation includes the Insured's 
rights against non-insured obligors including the rights of 
the Insured to indemnities, guaranties, other policies of 
insurance, or bonds, notwithstanding any terms or 
conditions contained in those instruments that address 
subrogation rlghfs. 
The Company's right of subrogation shall not be avoided by 
acquisition of the Insured Mortgage by an obligor (except an 
obligor desc;ibed In Section 1(e)(i)(F) of these Conditions) 
who acquires the Insured Mortgage as a nasult of an 
indemnity, guarantee, other pollcy of Insurance, or bond, 
and the ob!lgor will not be an Insured under thls policy. 
13. ARBITRATION 
Either the Company or the rnsured may demand !hat the claim or 
controversy shall be submitted to arbltratlon pursuant to the Title 
Insurance Arbitration Rules of ·the American land Tltle 
Assoclatlon ("Rules")! Except as provided in the Rules, there 
shall be no joinder or. consolidation with claims or controversies 
of other persons. Arbitrable matters may Include, but are not 
limited to, any controversy or claim between the Company and 
the Insured arising Ollt of or relating to this policy, any service In 
connection with its Issuance or the breach of a policy provision, 
orto any other controversy or claim arising out of the transaction 
giving rise to this policy. Nl arbitrable matlers when the Amount 
of Insurance is $2.000,000 or less shall be arbitrated at the 
option of either the.. Company or the Insured. All arbitrable 
matters when the Amount of Insurance ls !n excess of 
$2,000,000 shall be <:~rb!trated only when agreed to by both the 
Company and the Insured. Arbitration pursuant to this policy and 
under the Rules shall be binding upon the parties. Judgment 
upon the award rendered by the Arbltrator(s) may be entererl in 
any court of competent jurisdlcfion. 
CONDITiONS- Continued 
i 4. UASIUTY UMITEO TO THIS POLICY; 
POLICY ENTIRE CONTRACT. 
(a) This policy together with a!l endorsam·~nts, if any, attached to 
It by the Company Is the entire poUcy and contract between 
the tnsured and the Company. In Interpreting any provision 
:of this policy,_tlls pql!cy shall be construed as a whole. 
(b) Any claim of loss or damage that arises out of the status of 
the Title or lien of the Insured Mortgage or by any action 
asserting such claim shali be restrictel:f:to this policy. 
(c) Any amendment of or endorsement to .this policy must be In 
writing and. authen.tlcated by an a.uthorizGct person, or 
expressly Incorporated by Schedule A 'of this policy. 
(d) Each endorsement to this policy !ssu~d c,t any time Is made a 
part of this policy and Is subject t6 · alf of Its terms and 
provisions. ·Except as the endorsement expressly states, it 
does not (i)·modify any of the terms'. and provisions of the 
policy, (ii) modify any prior endorsement, (ill) e.itehtl the Date 
of Poficy, or {!v) Increase fueAmow1t ·p~'h'1surarice. 
15. SEVERABILITY. 
In the event any provision of this policy, in whole or in part, ls held 
invalid or unenforceable under applicable law, the polfcy shall be 
deemed not to Include that provision or such part held to be 
Invalid, but ail other provisions shall remain In full force and 
effect. · 
16. CHOICE OF LAW; FORUM. 
{a) Choice of Law: Tne Insured ackno'Nledges the Company 
has underwritten the risks covered by this policy and 
determined the· premium charged therefore in reliance upon 
the law affecting Interests in real property and applicable to 
the interpretation, rights, remedies, or enforcement of 
policies of title Insurance of the jurisdiction where the Land Is 
located. · 
Therefore, the ct;~urt or an arbitrator !'hall apply the law of the 
jurisdiction WhlJre the. Land Is located to determine the 
validitY of claims against the Tltle or the lien of the Insured 
Mortgage that are adverse to the Insured and to interpret and 
enforce the terms of this policy. In neither case shall the 
court ··or arbitrator apply lls conflicts of law principles to 
determine fue a?plicable law. 
(bJ Choice of Forum: My litigation or other proceeding brought 
by the Insured _against the Company must btl flied only in a 
state or federal' court ~ovlthin the United States of America or 
lts territories having appropriate jurisdiction. 
17. NOTICES, WHERE SENT. 
Any notice of claim and any other notice or statement In writing 
requlned to be given to the ,Company under this policy must be 
given to the Company at Claims· Department at P.O. Sox 2029, 
Houston, TX 77252•2029. 
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Stephen D. Hall, Esq., ISB # 2444 
Nathan M. Olsen, Esq. ISB #7373 
PETERSEN Moss HALL & OLSEN 
485 ''E" Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
(208) 523-4650 (phone) 
(208) 524-3391 (fax) 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, DAFCO LLC. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC., 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., and 
Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2010-280 
MOTION TO CONTINUE OR 
ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO 
ALLOW FILING OF AFFIDAVIT 
AND RESPONSIVE BRIEF 
Plaintiff, DAFCO LLC, by and through counsel, hereby moves the court for an order vacating 
the hearing currently scheduled for 9:00a.m. December 12, 2012, in this matter. This motion is 
supported by the Affidavit of Stephen D. Hall In Support of Motion to Continue or Alternative 
Motion to Allow Filing of Affidavit and Responsive Brief, filed contemporaneously herewith. 
Alternatively, Plaintiff moves for an order allowing the late filing and consideration of the 
Affidavit of Stephen D. Hall and the Plaintif:fs Response in Opposition to Defendants' Motions for 
MOTION TO CONTINUE OR ALTERNATIVE MOTION 
TO ALLOW FILING OF AFFIDAVIT AND RESPONSIVE BRIEF 
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Summary Judgment, filed contemporaneously herewith, and likewise extending the time within 
which the defendants may reply to the same. 
These motions are addressed to the sound discretion of the court, and pursuant to applicable 
Rules of Civil Procedure. 
Oral argument is requested on this Motion. 
DATED this 5th day of December, 2012. 
PETERSEN Moss HALL & OLSEN 
Stephen D. Hall 
MOTION TO CONTINUE OR ALTERNATIVE MOTION 
TO ALLOW FILING OF AFFIDAVIT AND RESPONSIVE BRIEF 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that I am a duly licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, with my office in 
Idaho Falls, Idaho, and that on the 51h day ofDecember, 2012, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document on the persons listed below by first class mail, with the correct postage thereon, 
or by causing the same to be delivered in accordance with Rule 5(b), LR.C.P. 
Persons Served: 
Lance Nalder, Esq. 
NALDER LAW OFFICE 
591 Park Avenue, Suite 201 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
FAX: (208) 542-1002 
EMAIL: gln({i)nalderlaw.com 
Richard Andrus, Esq. 
SPINK BUTLER 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83 702 
FAX: (208) 388-1001 
EMAIL: randrus@spinkbutler.com 
MOTION TO CONTINUE OR ALTERNATIVE MOTION 
Method of Service: 
( ) mail ( ) hand ( dax ( ) email 
( ) mail ( ) hand (~x ( ) email 
Stephen D. Hall 
TO ALLOW FILING OF AFFIDAVIT AND RESPONSIVE BRIEF - 3 
Stephen D. Hall, Esq., ISB # 2444 
Nathan M. Olsen, Esq. ISB #7373 
PETERSEN Moss HALL & OLSEN 
485 "E" Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
(208) 523-4650 (phone) 
(208) 524-3391 (fax) 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, DAFCO LLC. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC., 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
STEW ART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., and 
Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Bonneville ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2010-280 
AFFIDAVIT OF STEPHEN D. 
HALL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
TO CONTINUE OR 
ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO 
ALLOW FILING OF AFFIDAVIT 
AND RESPONSIVE BRIEF 
I, Stephen D. Hall, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that the testimony given in this sworn 
statement is the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, that it is made on my personal 
knowledge, and that I would so testify in open court if called upon to do so. 
1. I am now attorney for the plaintiff, DAFCO, LLC, having agreed to undertake 
representation from Mr. David Johnson on or about August 20, 2012. 
AFFIDAVIT OF STEPHEN D. HALL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO CONTINUE OR 
CONTINUE ORAL TERN A TIVE MOTION TO ALLOW FILING OF AFFIDAVIT AND RESPONSIVE BRIEF- 1 
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2. I have been out of the office for three weeks on three separate occasions during the 
past three months. The first was a planned trip to visit my aging parents in their horne in Las Vegas 
over a week at Labor Day. This was a planned trip. I had not visited with them for an extended 
period, well over 9 months. The second was a week, very unexpectedly, the end of September, as 
a result of a stroke that my mother suffered at age 86. I needed to be with her to make the 
arrangements to get her into a care facility, since she was no longer able to live and care for herself 
alone. The third trip, again very unexpectedly, arose as a result of my father's unexpected passing 
on October lOth. I was gone for the funeral, the interment, and related activities from October 12 
through October 19t\ not being back in the office until October 22nd. 
3. The Motions for Summary Judgment filed by the defendants were first received by 
my office on October 12th. The hearing on those motions was scheduled for November 14, 2012, 
with a required response date of October 31st. At that time I had received but had been unable to 
review the file from Mr. Johnson due to the amount of time I had been out of the office. Because of 
these problems, I requested and received from the defendants an extension oftirne on the Motion for 
Summary Judgment. The hearing was rescheduled to December 12, putting my response date to 
N overnber 28th. At the time that appeared to be plenty of time within which I could finish my review 
of the voluminous file and prepare a response to the motion. 
4. My absence from the office for three full weeks, two ofwhich were unplanned, over 
the course of a month and a half, put a tremendous pressure on my practice after I returned. I 
constantly found myself pushing deadlines, dealing with emergencies for other clients, and working 
six full days, 12 or more hours per day. I did finish the review of the file, and still hoped to be able 
to meet the deadline for filing a response to the Motions for Summary Judgment on time. In 
particular, I had set aside time exclusively for that purpose during the extended Thanksgiving 
weekend and the first part of the following week, just before the filing deadline. 
5. I have passed or had removed surgically ten kidney stones in the past twelve years. 
This was the same feeling. Most of those stones I have passed without hospitalization. Two were 
AFFIDAVIT OF STEPHEN D. HALL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO CONTINUE OR 
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surgically removed (in a single operation), requiring general anesthesia and a total of 6 days in two 
different hospitals. Twice else I have been hospitalized and have received morphine to handle the 
pain. The other six I have just dealt with. Passing a stone, in my experience, makes sitting in a chair, 
or remaining in any position other than lying on my back, for any period of time, extremely 
uncomfortable. I need to consume large quantities of water and have close access to a rest room. 
Working at any concentrated task is virtually impossible because of the difficulty sitting and the 
serious distraction of the active pain or serious discomfort. It is also difficult to know how long it 
will take for a stone to pass. I have had stones when the discomfort lasted for just a part of one day. 
I have had stones that have taken nearly a week to pass through the ureter. 
6. Late in the afternoon on Friday, October 23,2012, I noted an altogether familiar and 
undesired feeling. This was another stone, but unlike all but one of the stones I have passed, this one 
was passing out of my left kidney instead of the right. That made the passage more difficult and 
extended. I spent all day Saturday, Sunday, Monday, and most of Tuesday, October 241h through 
October 27th, in significant pain or discomfort, unable to work. I was able to handle a commitment 
to participate in the Court Assistance Office's and Pro Bono Project's Attorney Divorce Workshop 
late in the afternoon ofTuesday, October 27t11 • That project, which lasted an hour and a half, was the 
only work I was able to do. 
7. Because of that experience I lost 30 hours of productive preparation time (at 10 hours 
per day, excluding Sunday), time on which I had counted to complete the response to the Motions 
for Summary Judgment. 
8. I tried to complete the task on October 28t\ but because of the time out of the office 
and the press of equally urgent projects for other clients, was unable to complete it. I telephoned 
counsel for the defendants and asked for another extension of time. I volunteered to extend the time 
for his reply to my response, and to ensure that there was no prejudice to his client from the delay. 
After a discussion, counsel asked for time to consider the request. At about 4:45 that afternoon he 
AFFIDAVIT OF STEPHEN D. HALL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO CONTINUE OR 
CONTINUE OR ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO ALLOW FILING OF AFFIDAVIT AND RESPONSIVE BRIEF- 3 
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responded that he could not obtain authority from his client to consent to another extension or a 
continuation of the hearing. 
9. I believe that there is no prejudice to the defendants in delaying the hearing on the 
motions for summary judgment. I sincerely believe that the need for this continuance resulted from 
circumstances beyond my control, and that were unexpected and unusual. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 5th day of December, 2012. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I am a duly licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, with my office in 
~ 
Idaho Falls, Idaho, and that on the 0 day of December, 2012, I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document on the persons listed below by first class mail, with the correct postage 
thereon, or by causing the same to be delivered in accordance with Rule 5(b), I.R.C.P. 
Persons Served: 
Lance Nalder, Esq. 
NALDER LAW OFFICE 
591 Park Avenue, Suite 201 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
FAX: (208) 542-1002 
EMAIL: gln@nalderlaw.com 
Richard Andrus, Esq. 
SPINK BUTLER 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83702 
FAX: (208) 388-1001 
EMAIL: randrus@spinkbutler.com 
Method of Service: 
( ) mail ( ) hand (~x ( ) email 
( ) mail ( ) hand ( 4ax ( ) email 
Stephen D. Hall 
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Stephen D. Hall, Esq., ISB # 2444 
Nathan M. Olsen, Esq. ISB #7373 
PETERSEN Moss HALL & OLSEN 
485 "E" Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
(208) 523-4650 (phone) 
(208) 524-3391 (fax) 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, DAFCO LLC. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
SNAKE RIVER FUNDING, DAFCO LLC., ) 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC. and 
Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2010-280 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME 
Plaintiff, DAFCO LLC, by and through counsel, hereby moves the Court for an order 
shortening the time for hearing Plaintiffs Motion to Continue or Alternative Motion to Allow Filing 
of Affidavit and Responsive Brief, on the grounds that there is insufficient time prior to the hearing 
on December 12,2012, to hear such motion, and for the reasons set forth in the Affidavit of Stephen 
D. Hall filed contemporaneously herewith in support of such motion. 
Oral argument is requested on this Motion. 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME- 1 
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DATED this 51h day of December, 2012. 
PETERSEN MOSS HALL & OLSEN 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I am a duly licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, with my office in 
Idaho Falls, Idaho, and that on the 61h day of December, 2012, I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document on the persons listed below by first class mail, with the correct postage 
thereon, or by causing the same to be delivered in accordance with Rule 5(b), I.R.C.P. 
Persons Served: 
Lance Nalder, Esq. 
NALDER LAW OFFICE 
591 Park Avenue, Suite 201 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
FAX: (208) 542-l 002 
EMAIL: gln@nalderlaw.com 
Richard Andrus, Esq. 
SPINK BUTLER 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83702 
FAX: (208) 388-1001 
EMAIL: randrus@spinkbutler.com 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME 2 
Method of Service: 
( ) mail ( ) hand ( v) fax ( ) email 
( ) mail ( ) hand ( v) fax ( ) email 
Stephen D. Hall 
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Michael T. Spink, ISB No. 2201 
Richard H. Andrus, ISB No. 7171 
SPINK BUTLER, LLP 
251 E. Front Street, Suite 200 
Boise, ID 83702 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83701 
Telephone: 208/388-1000 
Facsimile: 208/3 88-1001 
#211JJ.52 
Attorneys for Stewart Title Guaranty 
Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., and 
Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) Case No. CV-10-280 
) 
) REPLYINSUPPORT 
) OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
) JUDGMENT AND OBJECTION TO 
) MOTION TO FILE THIRD AMENDED 
) COMPLAINT (AMERITITLE) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendant AmeriTitle, Inc. ("AmeriTitle"), by and through its attorneys of record, Spink 
Butler, LLP, files this Reply in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment and Objection to 
Motion to File Third Amended Complaint (AmeriTitle). 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND OBJECTION TO MOTION TO 
FILE THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT (AMERITITLE) - 1 
R4 
I. 
UNDISPUTED FACTS RELEVANT TO SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
10 AmeriTitle did not insure DAFCO LLC ("DAFCO") under the Title Policy" 
Affidavit of Darin Hebdon Exhibit A- Title Policy; Affidavit of Megan Burnside Ker <J[250 
20 AmeriTitle is not a party to the Title Policy" Affidavit of Darin Hebdon Exhibit A 
- Title Policy" 
30 DAFCO is not a party to the Closing Instructions to AmeriTitleo Affidavit of 
Megan Burnside Ker Exhibit A 
40 Snake River Funding, Inc" was a party to the Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle 
Inc. A_ffidavit ofMegan Burnside Ker Exhibit A 
50 On November 27, 2012, upon motion and voluntary stipulation by Snake River 
Funding, Inc", the Court dismissed with prejudice Snake River Funding, Inc"' s claims against 
Stewart title Guaranty Company ("Stewart") and AmeriTitleo 
60 Counsel for DAFCO neither filed a written objection nor appeared in-person to 
object to the dismissal of Snake River Funding, Inc.'s claims against AmeriTitle. 
7. The Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle provide as follows: 
We, the undersigned, hereby instruct AmeriTitle, hereinafter referred to as 
"Closing Agent", when in receipt of all documents and monies as set out herein to 
close this transaction according to the following instructions and information. 
TITLE INSURANCE: Insurer AmeriTitle Order Noo 10-44797 
X Extended coverage loan policy Amt. $268,000000 in a 1st Lien Position 
When the closing agent has received all properly executed documents and all fund 
necessary for the completion of this transaction and the title insurer is in a 
position to issue the type of policy(s) set out above, subject only to the General 
Exceptions on Schedule B-Section I and Schedule B-Section 2 Special Exceptions 
Noo's 1-9 as set out in their commitment dated 3/10/08 and any documents 
recorded in connection with this transaction, the closing agent is hereby 
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authorized and instructed to record or file all necessary documents and disburse 
funds deposited in accordance with the amounts shown on the closing statement. 
Affidavit of Megan Burnside Ker Exhibit A. 
8. Stewart issued an extended coverage title insurance policy (Order No. 10-44797) 
to Snake River Funding, Inc. for the Insured Deed of Trust. Affidavit of Darin Hebdon Exhibit A 
Title Policy. 
9. The Idaho Supreme Court held in New Phase Investments LLC v. Jarvis, 153 
Idaho 207, ***, 280 P.3d 710,715 (2012) as follows regarding the Insured Deed of Trust: 
DAFCO' s deed of trust is valid, not having been challenged by Rebecca. There is 
no dispute but that DAFCO's trust deed was recorded prior to any of New 
Phase's. Being the first-recorded encumbrance, DAFCO's trust has first priority. 
Therefore, we ... hold DAFCO's deed to be the first priority encumbrance against 
the Property. 
10. DAFCO admits that the Idaho Supreme Court upheld the Plaintiff's priority in the 
lien on the Highlands Property. Response in Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary 
Judgment ("DAFCO's Response") p. 4, <J[l8. 
11. Nearly three years have elapsed since the original Complaint was filed. 
12. The Complaint has been amended on two other occasions. 
13. The trial date has been extended three times, and corresponding discovery 
deadlines have been extended. 
14. Trial is currently scheduled for March 14, 2013. 
15. The first discovery deadline is December 14, 2012, and the other discovery 
deadlines pass within thirty days of December 14th. 
16. DAFCO's Motion to File Third Amended Complaint is not scheduled for hearing 
until December 19, 2012- after the discovery deadlines begin to expire. 
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17. DAFCO provides no newly discovered evidence or allegations to support the 
claims in its Motion to File Third Amended Complaint. Memorandum in Support of Plaint£fj's 
Motion to Amend Complaint ("Memorandum to Amend"). 
II. 
LEGAL STANDARDS 
A. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A "mere scintilla of evidence or only slight doubt as to facts is not sufficient to create a 
genuine issue of material fact for the purposes of summary judgment." Van v. Portneuf Medical 
Center, 147 Idaho 552, 556, 212 P.3d 982, 986 (2009). A non-moving party may not rest on 
"mere allegation or denials of his pleadings, but must respond, by affidavits or as otherwise 
provided in this rule, setting forth specific facts showing that there is a genuine issue for trial." 
I.R.C.P. 56. "When the party moving for summary judgment will not carry the burden of 
production or proof at trial, the 'genuine issue of material fact' burden may be met by 
establishing the absence of evidence on an element that the nonmoving party will be required to 
prove at trial." Sanders v. Kuna Joint Sch. Dist., 125 Idaho 872, 874, 876 P.2d 154, 156 (Ct. 
App. 1994). 
B. AMENDED COMPLAINTS 
After twenty days passes from service of a complaint, a party may only amend the 
pleading by leave of the Court and only when "justice so requires." I.R.C.P. 15(a). The grant or 
denial of a motion to amend a pleading is within the discretion of the district court. Maroun v. 
Wyreless Sys. Inc., 141 Idaho 604, 612, 114 P.3d 974, 982 (2005). "If the amended pleading 
does not set out a valid claim, or if the opposing party has an available defense ... it is not an 
abuse of discretion for the trial court to deny the motion to file the amended complaint." Black 
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Canyon Racquetball Club, Inc., v. Idaho First Nat. Bank, N.A., 1991 Idaho 171, 175, 804 P.2d 
900, 904 (1990). Additionally, if the "opposing party would be prejudiced by the delay in 
adding the new claim ... it is not an abuse of discretion for the trial court to deny the motion to 
file the amended complaint." Weitz v. Green, 148 Idaho 851, 858, 230 P.3d 743, 750 (2009). 
For example in Weitz, the Court was justified in determining the opposing party was prejudiced 
when the Motion to Amend was made a year after filing the initial Complaint and would require 
additional evidence and witness gathering. Even if the Court does allow a party to file an 
amended complaint, the Court may require the party to pay costs. I.R.C.P. 15(a). 
III. 
ARGUMENT 
A. AMERITITLE HAS No OBLIGATION UNDER THE TITLE POLICY. 
AmeriTitle simply has no liability under the Title Policy. AmeriTitle is not a party or 
insurer under the Title Policy, and DAFCO provided the Court with no evidence that AmeriTitle 
owes any obligation under the Title Policy. No material issues of disputed facts exist regarding 
DAFCO's claims against AmeriTitle based on the Title Policy. Therefore, the First Cause of 
Action in the Second Amended Complaint, the Second and Third Causes of Action in the Second 
Amended Complaint to the extent they rely on the Title Policy, and the Second and Fifth Causes 
of Action in the proposed Third Amended Complaint must be dismissed against AmeriTitle. 
B. As A MATTER OF LAW, DAFCO CANNOT BRING CONTRACTUAL OR TORT CLAIMS 
AGAINST AMERITITLE BASED ON THE CLOSING INSTRUCTIONS. 
1. DAFCO Was Not a Party to the Closing Instructions and Lacks Privity of 
Contract to Bring a Breach of Contract Claim Against AmeriTitle. 
"It is axiomatic in the law of contract that a person not in privity cannot sue on a contract. 
'Privity' refers to 'those who exchange the [contractual] promissory words or those to whom the 
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promissory words are directed."' Wing v. Martin, 107 Idaho 267, 272, 688 P.2d 1172, 1177 
(1984) (quoting Calemari and Perillo, Contracts § 17-1 (2d ed. 1977) ). DAFCO is not a party to 
the Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle (Affidavit of Megan Burnside Ker Exhibit A) meanmg 
DAFCO lacks the necessary privity to bring a breach of contract claim based on the Closing 
Instructions. Therefore, the Court should grant AmeriTitle's motion for summary judgment and 
dismiss any claims for breach of contract by DAFCO against AmeriTitle based on the Closing 
Instructions. Further, the Court should not allow DAFCO to file the proposed Third Amended 
Complaint to the extent it seeks to include a breach of contract claim by DAFCO against 
AmeriTitle based on the Closing Instructions. 
2. DAFCO Was Not a Party to the Closing Instructions, and AmeriTitle Owes No 
Duty to DAFCO that Is Necessary to Support a Tort Claim. 
Escrow agents do not owe a duty to a party that is not a party to the escrow agreement or 
closing. Mark Properties, Inc. v. National Title, Co., 34 P.3d 587, 591-92 (Nev. 2001); Pope v. 
Saving Bank of Puget Sound, 850 F.2d 1345, 1353-54 (9th Cir. 1988) (holding no fiduciary 
relationship between escrowee and individual that was not a party to the closing). DAFCO was 
not a party to the Closing Instructions. AmeriTitle owed no duty to DAFCO under the Closing 
Instructions, and DAFCO cannot bring tort claims against AmeriTitle based on the Closing 
Instructions. Therefore, the Court should grant AmeriTitle's motion for summary judgment and 
dismiss any claims tort claims by DAFCO against AmeriTitle. Further, the Court should not 
allow DAFCO to file the proposed Third Amended Complaint to the extent that it seeks to 
include tort claims by DAFCO against AmeriTitle. Even if DAFCO was a party to the Closing 
Instructions to AmeriTitle, the Closing Instructions did not and could not require AmeriTitle to 
obtain the signature of Mrs. Jarvis. 
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3. The Economic Loss Rule Prohibits the Recovery Requested by DAFCO. 
DAFCO seeks recovery under negligence and negligence per se claims for its lost profits 
related to the loan to Mr. Jarvis. The economic loss rule holds that a plaintiff who was not in 
privity of contract with the defendant cannot recover economic losses based on a negligence 
claim. Blahd v. Richard B. Smith, Inc., 141 Idaho 296, 300, 108 P.3d 996, 1000 (2005). Lost 
profits on a loan constitute economic losses. See, e.g., !d.; See also Salmon Rivers Sportsman 
Camps, Inc. v. Cessna Aircraft Co., 97 Idaho 348,351,544 P.2d 306,309 (1975). Thus, the tort 
damages claimed by DAFCO are barred by the economic loss rule. 
This conclusion is further bolstered by the policy behind the economic loss rule, which 
seeks to avoid unduly burdening actors with the specter of carrying downstream penalties ad 
infinitum. "A contrary rule, which would allow compensation for losses of economic advantage 
caused by the defendant's negligence, would impose too heavy and unpredictable a burden on 
the defendant's conduct" and "would subject the defendant to claims based upon remote and 
speculative injuries." lust's, Inc. v. Arrington Canst. Co., 99 Idaho 462, 470, 583 P.2d 997, 
1005 (1978). There is perhaps no better application of this rule than to AmeriTitle's work as an 
escrow officer. The policy behind the economic loss rule prevents claims of economic loss by 
parties that come into interest of the property subsequent to those with which AmeriTitle had 
contract and to whom AmeriTitle provided direct services. 
4. The Plain Language of the Closing Instructions Did Not Require AmeriTitle to 
Obtain the Signature of Mrs. Jarvis for Any Party, Including the Parties to the 
Closing Instructions. 
The Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle provide as follows: 
We, the undersigned, hereby instruct AmeriTitle, hereinafter referred to as 
"Closing Agent", when in receipt of all documents and monies as set out herein to 
close this transaction according to the following instructions and information. 
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TITLE INSURANCE: Insurer AmeriTitle Order No. 10-44797 
X Extended coverage loan policy Amt. $268,000.00 in a 1st Lien Position 
When the closing agent has received all properly executed documents and all 
funds necessary for the completion of this transaction and the title insurer is in a 
position to issue the type of policy(s) set out above, subject only to the General 
Exceptions on Schedule B-Section I and Schedule B-Section 2 Special Exceptions 
No.' s 1-9 as set out in their commitment dated 3110/08 and any documents 
recorded in connection with this transaction, the closing agent is hereby 
authorized and instructed to record or file all necessary documents and disburse 
funds deposited in accordance with the amounts shown on the closing statement. 
Affidavit of Megan Burnside Ker Exhibit A. This language shows that when AmeriTitle received 
all properly executed documents and all funds and the title insurer (Stewart) was ready to issue 
the Title Policy (Order No. 10-44797), AmeriTitle was authorized and instructed to record or file 
all necessary documents and disperse funds. Title Policy Order No. 10-44797 was ultimately 
issued by Stewart without Mrs. Jarvis's signature. 
AmeriTitle was under no obligation to determine "legally" whether Mrs. Jarvis's 
signature was required. DAFCO wants the Court to believe that AmeriTitle should act as an 
attorney and give legal advice regarding which parties should sign documents submitted to 
escrow. DAFCO not only asks the Court to permit the unauthorized practice of law actually 
require the unauthorized practice of law. There is no reason to take this drastic step. 
Ultimately, the Idaho Supreme Court determined the signature in question was not 
necessary for the validity or priority of the Insured Deed of Trust. It would be absurd for 
AmeriTitle to be bound to obtain such a signature. Even if the Supreme Court's decision had 
turned out differently, Snake River Funding, Inc., the party to the Closing Instructions, clearly 
acknowledged that AmeriTitle had no obligation to provide legal counsel to Snake River 
Funding, Inc. Affidavit of Megan Burnside Ker tj[<J! 17-20, Exhibit A Snake River Funding, Inc. 
knew that AmeriTitle was not acting as Snake River Funding, Inc.'s representative. Affidavit of 
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Megan Burnside Kerg{'JI 17-20, Exhibit A. Snake River Funding, Inc. also clearly acknowledged 
that AmeriTitle was merely acting as scrivener under the direction from Snake River Funding, 
Inc. to provide a form deed of trust to it. Affidavit of Megan Burnside Ker 1[g{ 17-20, Exhibit A 
The closing instructions signed by Snake River Funding, Inc. provide in pertinent part: 
The closing agent is directed to comply with the instructions contained in these 
instructions and the parties hereto agree to indemnify and hold harmless the 
closing agent from any and all actions or losses related hereto other than failure to 
comply herewith, including but not limited to any attorney's fees or costs incurred 
by the closing agent in defending itself in any such action. 
BY THEIR EXECUTION OF THESE INSTRUCTIONS, THE BUYER AND 
SELLER ACKNOWLEDGE THE FOLLOWING: 
1) The closing agent is not acting as a representative of either party, 
2) The documents prepared in connection with this transaction will affect the legal 
rights of the parties, and the parties rights or interests in those documents may 
differ, 
3) Any documents typed by the closing agent have been done so at our direction 
or the direction of our counsel, 
4) The closing agent is not licensed to practice law and no legal advice, advice as 
to the content of the documents, nor advice as to the merits of the transaction 
has been offered by the closing agent, 
5) Copies of the Subdivision Plat and Restrictive Covenants where applicable, 
6) AmeriTitle shall not be responsible for any penalties, or loss of principal or 
interest or any delays in the investment pursuant to our instructions, nor shall 
AmeriTitle be liable for any loss or impairment of funds while those funds are on 
deposit in a financial institution if such loss or impairment results from the failure, 
insolvency or suspension of financial institution. 
7) Idaho Code 55-2501, et seq. is known as the "Idaho Property Condition 
Disclosure Act" and this transaction may be affected by the Act AmeriTitle has 
advised you to seek separate advise regarding the law and AmeriTitle has not 
given you any advise about the law that is not contained in these Closing 
Instructions. With the execution of these Closing Instructions you are certifying 
that compliance with the law, if applicable, has been accomplished outside of 
closing. 
8) THE CLOSING AGENT HAS ADVISED THE PARTIES HERETO TO 
SEEK THE ADVICE OF INDEPENDENT COUNSEL IF ANY PART OF 
THIS TRANSACTION IS NOT FULLY UNDERSTOOD. 
Affidavit of Megan Burnside Ker Exhibit A (underlined and bold emphasis added). 
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Snake River Funding, Inc. entered into its transaction with this clear understanding. 
AmeriTitle undertook no obligation to provide legal advice or obtain a signature that did not 
prevent issuance of the Title Policy by Stewart and not necessary to uphold the validity and 
priority of the Insured Deed of Trust by the Idaho Supreme Court. The only instructions given to 
AmeriTitle, which were contained in the Closing Instructions signed by Snake River Funding 
Inc., clearly provide otherwise. 
C. BECAUSE THE PROPOSED THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT DOES NOT STATE ANY VALID 
CLAIMS BY DAFCO AGAINST AMERITITLE AND AMERITITLE WOULD BE 
PREJUDICED BY THE DELAY, THE COURT SHOULD DENY THE MOTION TO AMEND THE 
COMPLAINT. 
As set forth above, the proposed Third Amended Complaint does not set forth valid 
claims by DAFCO against AmeriTitle. This reason alone justifies the Court in denying 
DAFCO's motion to amend the Complaint for this the third time. 
Additionally, the extreme delay in moving to amend the Complaint (for a third time) 
creates prejudice to AmeriTitle. Nearly three years have passed since the original Complaint 
was filed. DAFCO already amended its pleadings on two other occasions. Although DAFCO 
claims that the proposed third amendment is "necessary" because of "recent developments, 
including the decision of the Supreme Comt" in New Phase Investments LLC, DAFCO does not 
provide any evidence regarding why this case could not have been originally pled the way 
DAFCO seeks now to plead it. Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Motion to Amend 
Complaint ("Memorandum to Amend") p. 2. Nothing about the Supreme Court decision created 
the conflict of interest claimed by former counsel for DAFCO and Snake River Funding, Inc. 
Nothing about the Supreme Court decision supports the revised tort claims and breach of 
contract claims in the proposed Third Amended Complaint. The facts regarding those claims 
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existed before the Supreme Court decision. DAFCO is merely forcing the Court and Stewart 
into an extended game of whac-a-mole. 
DAFCO admits that it is improper to grant a motion to amend when the "motion is made 
after court-imposed deadlines, adds parties that were earlier dismissed, at a time that multiple 
discovery deadlines had passed." Memorandum to Amend p. 2 (citing Maroun v. Wyreless, Sys., 
141 Idaho 604, 114 P.3d 974 (2005)). That is precisely what has occurred in the present case. 
The motion is made very late in the game. The Court has already extended the trial date on 
several occasions and adjusted discovery deadlines, which deadlines will have expired by the 
time DAFCO's motion is heard. The proposed Third Amended Complaint seeks to add Snake 
River Funding, Inc. as a Defendant, after Snake River Funding, Inc.'s claims against AmeriTitle 
were already dismissed with prejudice. Those claims were dismissed by voluntary stipulation by 
Snake River Funding, Inc., as well as after hearing on a Motion to Dismiss the claims in which 
counsel for DAFCO neither filed a written objection nor appeared in-person to object to the 
dismissal. 
The prejudice in this case far exceeds the prejudice in Weitz, 148 Idaho 851, 858, 230 
P.3d 743, 750, where sufficient prejudice was due to only a year elapsing after filing the initial 
complaint. The Court is justified in exercising its discretion to deny DAFCO's Motion Amend 
Complaint for the third time. 
IV. 
CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing, AmeriTitle respectfully requests that the Court grant 
AmeriTitle's Motion for Summary Judgment and deny DAFCO's Motion to File a Third 
Amended Complaint. No material issues of disputed fact exist that AmeriTitle was not a party 
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and did not insure DAFCO under the Title Policy. As a matter of law, DAFCO cannot bring 
breach of contract or tort claims against AmeriTitle based on the Closing Instructions to 
AmeriTitle because DAFCO was not a party to the closing instructions. 
DATED this 101h day of December 2012. 
SPINK BUTLER, LLP 
By: ~\.-\_~;AL­
Richard H. Andrus 
Attorneys for Stewart Title Guaranty 
Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this l01h day of December 2012, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the above REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND 
OBJECTION TO FILED THIRD AMENDED COMPLAIT (AMERITITLE) to be served upon 
the following individuals in the manner indicated below: 
G. Lance Nalder, Esq. 
Lane A. Blake, Esq. 
Nalder Law Office PC 
591 Park A venue, Suite 201 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facsimile: 208-542-1002 
Stephen D. Hall 
Peterson, Moss, Hall & Olsen 
485 E Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facsimile: 208/524-3391 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand-Delivery by Courier 
[ ] Federal Express 
[X] Via Facsimile 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand-Delivery by Courier 
[ ] Federal Express 
[X] Via Facsimile 
Richard H. Andrus 
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Michael T. Spink, ISB No. 2201 
Richard H. Andrus, ISB No. 7171 
SPINK BUTLER, LLP 
251 E. Front Street, Suite 200 
Boise, ID 83702 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83701 
Telephone: 208/388-1000 
Facsimile: 208/3 88-1001 
#21111.52 
Attorneys for Stewart Title Guaranty 
Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) Case No. CV-10-280 
) 
) REPLY IN SUPPORT 
) OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
,. 
' 
STEW ART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., and 
Does 1-10, 
) JUDGMENT AND OBJECTION TO 
) MOTION TO FILE THIRD AMENDED 
) COMPLAINT (STEWART) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
) 
Defendant Stewart Title Guaranty Company ("Stewart"), by and through its attorneys of 
record, Spink Butler, LLP, files this Reply in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment and 
Objection to Motion to File Third Amended Complaint (Stewart). 
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part: 
I. 
UNDISPUTED FACTS RELEVANT TO SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
1. The Title Policy is a completely integrated document and provides in pertinent 
LIABILITY LIMITED TO THIS POLICY; POLICY ENTIRE CONTRACT. 
(a) This policy together with all endorsements, if any, attached to it by the 
Company is the entire policy and contract between the Insured and the 
Company. In interpreting any provision of this policy, this policy shall 
be construed as a whole. 
Affidavit of Darin Hebdon Exhibit A- Title Policy Conditions § 14 (all caps in original). 
2. The Commitment for Title Insurance is not part of the Title Policy. Affidavit of 
Darin Hebdon Exhibit A- Title Policy; Motion to Strike Affidavit in Support of Response in 
Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment. 
3. Sections 5(b) and 5( c) of the "Conditions" portion of the Title Policy provide as 
follows: 
(b) The Company shall have the right, in addition to the options contained in 
Section 7 of these Conditions, at its own cost to institute and prosecute any action 
or proceeding or to do any other act that in its opinion may be necessary or 
desirable to establish the Title or the lien of the Insured Mortgage, as Insured, or 
to prevent or reduce loss or damage to the Insured. The exercise of these rights 
shall not be an admission of liability or waiver of any provision of this policy. If 
the Company exercises its rights under this subjection, it must do so diligently. 
(c) Whenever the Company brings action or asserts a defense as required or 
permitted by this policy, the Company may pursue the litigation to a final 
determination by a court of competent jurisdiction, and it expressly reserves the 
right, in its sole discretion, to appeal any adverse judgment or order. 
Affidavit of Darin Hebdon Exhibit A- Title Policy. 
4. Section 9(a) of the "Conditions" portion of the Title Policy provides as follows: 
If the Company establishes the title, or removes the alleged defect, lien, or 
encumbrance, or cures the lack of a right of access to or from the Land, or cures 
the claim of Unmarketable Title, or establishes the lien of the Insured Mortgage, 
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all as insured, in a reasonably diligent manner by any method, including litigation 
and the completion of any appeals, it shall have fully performed its obligations 
with respect to that matter and shall not be liable for any loss or damage caused to 
the insured. 
Affidavit of Darin Hebdon Exhibit A Title Policy Conditions§ 9(a) (emphasis added). 
5. Section 9(b) of the "Conditions" portion of the Title Policy provides further: 
In the event of any litigation, including litigation by the Company or with the 
Company's consent, the Company shall have no liability for loss or damage until 
there has been a final determination by a court of competent jurisdiction, and 
disposition of all appeals, adverse to the Title or to the lien of the Insured 
Mortgage, as insured. 
Affidavit of Darin Hebdon Exhibit A- Title Policy Conditions § 9(b) (emphasis added). 
6. Within three weeks of receiving the "Notice of Claim" letter from Dale Thomson, 
then legal counsel for Plaintiffs, Stewart retained Charles "Chuck" Homer of Holden Kidwell 
Hahn & Crapo P.L.L.C. to represent the insured and defend the title of the Insured Deed of Trust. 
Affidavit of Darrin H ebdon Exhibit B; Supplemental Affidavit of John H oft qrJ[ 15 and 17; 
Memorandum Decision p. 2. 
7. Chuck Homer dealt with numerous legal actions, including two bankruptcy stays, 
two foreclosure actions, cross motions for summary judgment, and an appeal to the Idaho 
Supreme Court, in what any reasonable attorney would agree is an expeditious and diligent 
manner. Supplemental Affidavit of John Holt. 
8. The Idaho Supreme Court held in New Phase Investments LLC v. Jarvis, 153 
Idaho 207, ***, 280 P.3d 710, 715 (2012) as follows: 
DAFCO' s deed of trust is valid, not having been challenged by Rebecca. There is 
no dispute but that DAFCO's trust deed was recorded prior to any of New 
Phase's. Being the first-recorded encumbrance, DAFCO's trust has first priority. 
Therefore, we ... hold DAFCO's deed to be the first priority encumbrance against 
the Property. 
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9. DAFCO admits that the Idaho Supreme Court upheld the Plaintiff's priority in the 
lien on the Highlands Property. Response in Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary 
Judgment ("DAFCO's Response") p. 4, 'jfl8. 
10. Stewart is not a party to the Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle. Affidavit of Darin 
Hebdon Exhibit A Title Policy. 
11. DAFCO is not a party to the Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle. Affidavit of 
Megan Burnside Ker Exhibit A. 
12. Snake River Funding, Inc. was a party to the Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle 
Inc. Affidavit of Megan Burnside Ker Exhibit A. 
13. On November 27, 2012, upon motion by Snake River Funding, Inc., the Court 
dismissed with prejudice Snake River Funding, Inc.'s claims against Stewart and AmeriTitle, 
Inc. (AmeriTitle). 
14. Counsel for DAFCO neither filed a written objection nor appeared in-person to 
object to the dismissal of Snake River Funding, Inc.'s claims against Stewart. 
15. The Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle provide as follows: 
We, the undersigned, hereby instruct AmeriTitle, hereinafter referred to as 
"Closing Agent", when in receipt of all documents and monies as set out herein to 
close this transaction according to the following instructions and information. 
When the closing agent has received all properly executed documents and all 
funds necessary for the completion of this transaction and the title insurer is in a 
position to issue the type of policy(s) set out above, subject only to the General 
Exceptions on Schedule B-Section I and Schedule B-Section 2 Special Exceptions 
No.' s 1-9 as set out in their commitment dated 3110/08 and any documents 
recorded in connection with this transaction, the closing agent is hereby 
authorized and instructed to record or file all necessary documents and disburse 
funds deposited in accordance with the amounts shown on the closing statement. 
Affidavit of Megan Burnside Ker Exhibit A. 
16. Nearly three years have elapsed since the original Complaint was filed. 
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17. The Complaint has been amended on two other occasions. 
18. The trial date has been extended three times and corresponding discovery 
deadlines have been extended. 
19. Trial is currently scheduled for March 14, 2013. 
20. The first discovery deadline is December 14, 2012, and the other discovery 
deadlines expire within thirty days of December 14th. 
21. DAFCO's Motion to File Third Amended Complaint is not scheduled for hearing 
until December 19, 2012 - after the discovery deadlines begin to expire. 
22. DAFCO provides no newly discovered evidence or allegations to support the 
claims in its Motion to File Third Amended Complaint. Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's 
Motion to Amend Complaint ("Memorandum to Amend"). 
II. 
LEGAL STANDARDS 
A. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A "mere scintilla of evidence or only slight doubt as to facts is not sufficient to create a 
genuine issue of material fact for the purposes of summary judgment." Van v. Portneuf Medical 
Center, 147 Idaho 552, 556, 212 P.3d 982, 986 (2009). A non-moving party may not rest on 
"mere allegation or denials of his pleadings, but must respond, by affidavits or as otherwise 
provided in this rule, setting forth specific facts showing that there is a genuine issue for trial." 
I.R.C.P. 56. "When the party moving for summary judgment will not carry the burden of 
production or proof at trial, the 'genuine issue of material fact' burden may be met by 
establishing the absence of evidence on an element that the nonmoving party will be required to 
prove at trial." Sanders v. Kuna Joint Sch. Dist., 125 Idaho 872, 874, 876 P.2d 154, 156 (Ct 
App. 1994). 
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B. AMENDED COMPLAINTS 
After twenty days passes from service of a complaint, a party may only amend the 
pleading by leave of the Court and only when "justice so requires." I.R.C.P. 15(a). The grant or 
denial of a motion to amend a pleading is within the discretion of the district court. Maroun v. 
Wyreless Sys. Inc., 141 Idaho 604, 612, 114 P.3d 974, 982 (2005). "If the amended pleading 
does not set out a valid claim, or if the opposing party has an available defense ... it is not an 
abuse of discretion for the trial court to deny the motion to file the amended complaint." Black 
Canyon Racquetball Club, Inc., v. Idaho First Nat. Bank, N.A., 1991 Idaho 171, 175, 804 P.2d 
900, 904 (1990). Additionally, if the "opposing party would be prejudiced by the delay in 
adding the new claim ... it is not an abuse of discretion for the trial court to deny the motion to 
file the amended complaint." Weitz v. Green, 148 Idaho 851, 858, 230 P.3d 743, 750 (2009). 
For example in Weitz, the Court was justified in determining the opposing party was prejudiced 
when the Motion to Amend was made a year after filing the initial Complaint and would require 
additional evidence and witness gathering. Even if the Court does allow a party to file an 
amended complaint, the Court may require the party to pay costs. I.R.C.P. 15(a). 
III. 
ARGUMENT 
A. STEWART SATISFIED ITS OBLIGATIONS UNDER THE TITLE POLICY. 
1. The Title Policy Is A Fully Integrated Contract, and the Title Commitment and 
Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle Are Inadmissible Parol Evidence. 
The Idaho Supreme Court has clearly defined fully integrated contracts and the exclusion 
of parol evidence in interpreting those contracts: 
If a written contract is complete upon its face and unambiguous, no fraud or 
mistake being alleged, extrinsic evidence of prior or contemporaneous 
negotiations or conversations is not admissible to contradict, vary, alter, add to, or 
detract from the terms of the contract. A written contract that contains a merger 
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clause is complete upon its face. The purpose of a merger clause is to establish 
that the parties have agreed that the contract contains the parties' entire agreement. 
The merger clause is not merely a factor to consider in deciding whether the 
agreement is integrated; it proves the agreement is integrated. 
Howard v. Perry, 141 Idaho 139, 141-42, 106 P.3d 465,467-68 (2005) (emphasis added). 
The Title Policy contains a clear and unambiguous merger clause: 
LIABILITY LIMITED TO THIS POLICY; POLICY ENTIRE CONTRACT. 
(d) This policy together with all endorsements, if any, attached to it by the 
Company is the entire policy and contract between the Insured and the 
Company. In interpreting any provision of this policy, this policy shall be 
construed as a whole. 
Affidavit of Darin Hebdon Exhibit A- Title Policy Conditions§ 14 (emphasis added). The Title 
Policy is a fully integrated contract containing a merger clause and any language in the Title 
Commitment or the Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle cannot add to the obligations of Stewart. 
DAFCO has not disputed and has not provided any evidence that the terms and provisions of the 
Title Policy are not clear and unambiguous. See Plaintiffs' Original Memorandum and 
DAFCO's Response in Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment ("DAFCO's 
Response"). The Commitment for Title Insurance is not part of the Title Policy. Affidavit of 
Darin Hebdon Exhibit A- Title Policy; Motion to Strike Affidavit in Support of Response in 
Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment. The language of the title 
commitment and the Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle are parol evidence and not admissible to 
contradict, vary, alter, add to, or detract from the terms of the contract. The terms of the Title 
Policy control. 
2. Stewart Successfully Defended the Insured Deed of Trust and Satisfied Its 
Obligations Under the Title Policy. 
The Title Policy is clear and unambiguous regarding Stewart's obligations: Stewart 
could "institute and prosecute any action or proceeding or to do any other act that in its opinion 
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may be necessary or desirable to establish the Title or the lien of the Insured Mortgage, as 
Insured, or to prevent or reduce loss or damage to the Insured." Affidavit of Darin Hebdon 
Exhibit A- Title Policy Conditions § 5(b ). Stewart did so, and the Idaho Supreme Court 
determined the insured Deed of Trust was valid and held a first position priority. New Phase 
Investments LLC, 153 Idaho at***, 280 P.3d at 715. Under the Title Policy, if Stewart 
"establishes the title, or removes the alleged defect, lien, or encumbrance, or cures the lack of a 
right of access to or from the Land, or cures the claim of Unmarketable Title, or establishes the 
lien of the Insured Mortgage, all as insured, in a reasonably diligent manner by any method, 
including litigation and the completion of any appeals, it shall have fully performed its 
obligations with respect to that matter and shall not be liable for any loss or damage caused to the 
insured. Affidavit of Darin Hebdon Exhibit A- Title Policy Conditions§ 9(a) (emphasis added). 
No support exists in the Title Policy for DAFCO' s assertion that Stewart was required to 
"compensate its insured for losses" by paying the policy amount. DAFCO's Response p. 7. Title 
insurance "does not represent that the contingency insured against will not occur." Brown's Tie 
& Lumber Co. v. Chicago Title Co. of Idaho, 115 Idaho 56, 59, 764 P.2d 423, 426 (1988). When 
New Phase challenged the Insured Deed of Trust, Stewart successfully defended the validity and 
priority of the deed and fully satisfied all its obligations under the Title Policy. 
3. DAFCO Provides No Factual or Legal Support that Stewart Failed to Act 
Diligently in Defending the Insured Deed of Trust. 
DAFCO's sole argument regarding the defense of the Insured Deed of Trust is a 
complaint that the litigation defending the Insured Deed of Trust occurred at all. See DAFCO 's 
Response p. 7. Stewart was contractually justified in defending the title through litigation. 
DAFCO provides no factual support that Stewart did not act diligently. 
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DAFCO relies solely on its statement that "DAFCO has a compelling argument to 
suggest that it took much longer than it should have, and that its claims should have been much 
more promptly investigated and resolved." DAFCO's Response p. 7. DAFCO leaves the Court 
and Stewart guessing about what that "compelling argument" might be. As a result, DAFCO 
fails to meet the standard necessary for overcoming a motion for summary judgment. A "mere 
scintilla of evidence or only slight doubt as to facts is not sufficient to create a genuine issue of 
material fact for the purposes of summary judgment." Van v. Portneuf Medical Center, 147 
Idaho 552, 556, 212 P.3d 982, 986 (2009). 
DAFCO provides no facts to the Court that Stewart and counsel retained to represent 
DAFCO, Chuck Homer, did not act diligently. In fact, the "Material Facts" section of the 
DAFCO's Response brief does not reference facts or affidavits in the record, but instead relies 
almost exclusively on allegations in a yet to be filed Third Amended Complaint (many of which 
were included in the Second Amended Complaint). DAFCO's Response pp. 2-5; see Second 
Amended Complaint. A non-moving party may not rest on "mere allegation or denials of his 
pleadings, but must respond, by affidavits or as otherwise provided in this rule, setting forth 
specific facts showing that there is a genuine issue for trial." I.R.C.P. 56. Yet, even the Material 
Facts section (taken on its face) contains no facts that suggest in any way that Stewart and Chuck 
Homer did not act diligently. 
The evidence provided by Stewart demonstrates that, as a matter of law, Stewart satisfied 
the obligations under the Title Policy and diligently and successfully defended the validity and 
first position lien priority of the Insured Deed of Trust. Within a mere three weeks of receiving 
the "Notice of Claim" letter from Dale Thomson, Stewart retained Chuck Homer to represent the 
insured and defend the title of the Insured Deed of Trust. Affidavit of Darrin Hebdon Exhibit B; 
Supplemental Affidavit of John Holt <JI<JI 15 and 17; Memorandum Decision p. 2. Chuck Homer 
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dealt with numerous legal actions, including two bankruptcy stays, two foreclosure actions, cross 
motions for summary judgment, and an appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, in three and half 
years - what any reasonable attorney would agree is an expeditious and diligent manner. 
Supplemental Affidavit of John Holt. 
No material issues of disputed fact exist regarding Stewart's satisfaction of its obligations 
under the Title Policy. Therefore, the Court should grant Stewart's Motion for Summary 
Judgment seeking dismissal of all of DAFCO's claims related to Title Policy, and deny 
DAFCO's motion to file its proposed Third Amended Complaint to the extent it includes claims 
related to the Title Policy. 
B. No BASIS EXISTS FOR DAFCO's BREACH OF CONTRACT CLAIMS AND TORT 
CLAIMS AGAINST STEWART BASED ON THE CLOSING INSTRUCTIONS TO 
AMERITITLE. 
DAFCO's Response brief and DAFCO's proposed Third Amended Complaint argue that 
DAFCO possesses tort claims against Stewart and a claim for breach of the covenant of good 
faith and fair dealing. No basis exists for any of the claims against Stewart 
1. The Proposed Third Amended Complaint Does Not Prevent the Court from 
Dismissing All Claims Against Stewart. 
By attempting to file the Third Amended Complaint, DAFCO continues the game of 
whac-a-mole that began with its first Amended Complaint and continued with the Second 
Amended Complaint. The proposed Third Amended Complaint does not provide any new 
allegations or causes of action that should survive the present motion for summary judgment. 
DAFCO's revised causes of action against Stewart consist of claims of negligence and 
negligence per se. However, Idaho law prohibits tort claims related to issuance of a title policy 
because contracts and policies are the source of the duties between the parties, not negligence 
principles. Brown's Tie & Lumber Co. v. Chicago Title Co. ofldaho, 115 Idaho 56, 58, 764 P2d 
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423, 425 (1988). The portion of the Idaho Administrative Code cited by DAFCO further belies 
DAFCO's tort claims against Stewart. DAFCO's Response pp. 8-9; Third Amended Complaint 
pp. 6-7. Section 18.01.25.01.d of the Idaho Administrative Code provides that: 
Issuance of a Policy. The preparation, execution and delivery of a title policy 
which is hereby deemed to be only a contract of insurance up to the face amount 
of such policy and in no way shall create a tort liability as to the condition of the 
record insured from. The same shall include any necessary investigation just 
prior to actual issuance of a policy to determine if there has been proper 
execution, acknowledgement and delivery of any conveyances, mortgage papers, 
and other title instruments which may be necessary for the issuance of a policy. 
Idaho Admin. Code 18.01.25.01.d (emphasis added). This Section clearly shows that no tort 
claim can arise from the investigation prior to issuance of a policy or the execution, 
acknowledgement, and delivery of any conveyances, mortgage papers, and other title mstruments 
that may be necessary for the issuance of a policy. 
DAFCO's other remaining cause of action against Stewart consists of a claim for breach 
of an alleged duty of good faith and fair dealing. Such a cause of action rises and falls with the 
underlying breach of contract claim. Idaho First Nat. Bank v. Bliss Valley Foods, Inc., 121 
Idaho 266, 288, 824 P.2d 84 I, 863 (1991) ("[T]he implied covenant of good faith and fair 
dealing cannot be inconsistent with the agreement executed by the parties."). "There is no basis 
for claiming implied terms contrary to the express rights contained in the parties' agreement." 
!d. at 289, 824 P.2d at 864 (quoting First Security Bank of Idaho v. Gaige, 115 Idaho 172, 176, 
765 P.2d 683, 687 (1988)). Because no basis exists for a breach of contract claim, as set forth in 
the briefs for this motion for summary judgment, no basis exists for the breach of good faith and 
fair dealing claim. 
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2. Neither Stewart nor DAFCO Are Parties to the Closing Instructions to 
AmeriTitle. 
"It is axiomatic in the law of contract that a person not in privity cannot sue on a contract. 
'Privity' refers to 'those who exchange the [contractual] promissory words or those to whom the 
promissory words are directed."' Wing v. Martin, 107 Idaho 267, 272, 688 P.2d 1172, 1177 
(1984) (quoting Calemari and Perillo, Contracts§ 17-1 (2d ed. 1977)). DAFCO argues that 
Stewart had a contractual obligation to obtain Mrs. Jarvis's signature based on the Closing 
Instruction to AmeriTitle. Neither DAFCO nor Stewart is a party to the Closing Instructions to 
AmeriTitle. Affidavit ofMegan Burnside Ker Exhibit A. Therefore, DAFCO lacks the necessary 
privity to bring a claim against any party based on the Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle. No 
further argument is necessary. However, Stewart notes that DAFCO misconstrues the language 
of the Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle. 
3. The Plain Language of the Closing Instructions to ArneriTitle Do not 
Support a Breach of Contract Claim Against Stewart. 
In order to fabricate a claim, DAFCO alleges that the Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle 
provide as follows: 
Defendants disregard the clear language of the closing instructions which 
specifically obligated them to "properly execute all documents necessary to close 
the transaction," including the "completion" of requirements of the Commitment 
not the least of which was to "require the spouse of the vestee named herein join 
in any conveyance and/or encumbrance to satisfy Homestead Exemptions 
limitations and Community Property presumptions." 
Unfortunately, that is not what the Title Instructions to AmeriTitle state. The Closing 
Instructions to AmeriTitle provide as follows: 
We, the undersigned, hereby instruct AmeriTitle, hereinafter referred to as 
"Closing Agent", when in receipt of all documents and monies as set out herein to 
close this transaction according to the following instructions and information. 
When the closing agent has received all properly executed documents and all 
funds necessary for the completion of this transaction and the title insurer is in a 
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position to issue the type of policy(s) set out above, subject only to the General 
Exceptions on Schedule B-Section I and Schedule B-Section 2 Special Exceptions 
No.' s 1-9 as set out in their commitment dated 3/10/08 and any documents 
recorded in connection with this transaction, the closing agent is hereby 
authorized and instructed to record or file all necessary documents and disburse 
funds deposited in accordance with the amounts shown on the closing statement. 
Affidavit of Megan Burnside Ker Exhibit A. Nowhere do the closing instructions require Stewart 
to obtain the signature of Mrs. Jarvis. 
DAFCO provides the Court with no contractual provision requiring Stewart to obtain the 
signature of Mrs. Jarvis. The Title Policy is a fully integrated contract and the language of 
Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle and the Commitment for Title Insurance do not add to or alter 
the terms of the Title Policy. Moreover, there is no separate contractual obligation under the 
Closing Instruction to AmeriTitle because Stewart (and DAFCO) was not a party to those 
instructions. 
C. BECAUSE THE PROPOSED THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT DOES NOT STATE ANY 
VALID CLAIMS BY DAFCO AGAINST STEWART AND STEWART WOULD BE 
PREJUDICED, THE COURT SHOULD DENY THE MOTION TO AMEND THE 
COMPLAINT. 
As set forth above, the proposed Third Amended Complaint does not set forth any valid 
claims by DAFCO against Stewart. This reason alone justifies the Court in denying DAFCO's 
motion to amend the Complaint for this the third time. 
Additionally, the extreme delay in moving to amend the Complaint (for a third time) 
creates prejudice to Stewart. Nearly three years have passed since the original Complaint was 
filed. DAFCO already amended its pleadings on two other occasions. Although DAFCO claims 
the proposed third amendment is "necessary" because of "recent developments, including the 
decision of the Supreme Court" in New Phase Investments LLC, DAFCO does not provide any 
evidence regarding why this case could not have been originally pled the way DAFCO seeks 
now to plead it. Memorandum to Amend p. 2. Nothing about the Supreme Court decision 
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created the conflict of interest claimed by former counsel for DAFCO and Snake River Funding, 
Inc. Nothing about the Supreme Court decision supports the revised tort claims and breach of 
contract claims in the Third Amended Complaint. The facts regarding those claims existed 
before the Supreme Court decision. DAFCO is merely forcing the Court and Stewart into an 
extended game of whac-a-mole. 
DAFCO admits it is improper to grant a motion to amend when the "motion is made after 
court-imposed deadlines, adds parties that were earlier dismissed, at a time that multiple 
discovery deadlines had passed." Memorandum to Amend p. 2 (citing Maroun v. Wyreless, Sys., 
141 Idaho 604, 114 P.3d 974 (2005)). That is precisely what has occurred in the present case. 
The motion is made very late in the game. The Court has already extended the trial date on 
several occasions and adjusted discovery deadlines, which deadlines will have expired by the 
time DAFCO's motion is heard. The proposed Third Amended Complaint seeks to add Snake 
River Funding, Inc. as a Defendant, after Snake River Funding, Inc.'s claims against Stewart 
were already dismissed with prejudice. Those claims were dismissed by voluntary stipulation by 
Snake River Funding, Inc., as well as after hearing on a Motion to Dismiss the claims in which 
counsel for DAFCO neither filed a written objection nor appeared in-person to object to the 
dismissal. 
The prejudice in this case far exceeds the prejudice in Weitz, 148 Idaho 851, 858, 230 
P.3d 743, 750, where sufficient prejudice was due to only a year elapsing after filing the initial 
complaint. The Court is justified in exercising its discretion to deny DAFCO's Motion Amend 
Complaint for the third time. 
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IV. 
CONCLUSION 
No material issues of disputed facts exist regarding dismissal of the causes of action 
alleged in either the Second Amended Complaint or the proposed Third Amended Complaint. 
Regarding any claims based on the Title Policy, Stewart met its obligations to establish the 
validity and priority of the Insured Deed of Trust. Regarding any claims based on the Closing 
Instructions to AmeriTitle, neither Stewart nor DAFCO were parties to the instructions, and in 
any event, the plain language of the Closing Instructions to AmeriTitle does not require Stewart 
to do anything. As a matter of Idaho law, the tort claims sought to be alleged by DAFCO are not 
allowed and do not exist. Therefore, Stewart respectfully requests the Court to enter summary 
judgment in its favor dismissing all claims in the Second Amended Complaint and denying 
DAFCO's attempt to file the Third Amended Complaint. 
DATED this lOth day of December 2012. 
SPINK BUTLER, LLP 
By: 12:-=1% 4L-
Richard H. Ari'drus 
Attorneys for Stewart Title Guaranty 
Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. 
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Michael T. Spink, ISB No. 2201 
Richard H. Andrus, ISB No. 7171 
SPINK BUTLER, LLP 
251 E. Front Street, Suite 200 
Boise, ID 83702 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83701 
Telephone: 208/388-1000 
Facsimile: 208/388-1001 
#211 11.52 
Attorneys for Stewart Title Guaranty 
Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., and 
Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Ada ) 
) 
) 
) Case No. CV-10-280 
) 
) AFFIDAVIT OF RICHARD H. ANDRUS 
) IN SUPPORT OF RESPONSE TO DAFCO 
) LLC'S MOTIONS TO (1) CONTINUE, (2) 
) ALLOW FILING OF AFFIDAVIT AND 
) RESPONSE BRIEF, AND (3) SHORTEN 
) TIME; AND MEMORANDUM IN 
) SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION 
) TO STRIKE AFFIDAVIT AND 
RESPONSE BRIEF 
I, Richard H. Andrus, being first duly sworn on oath, depose and, upon personal 
knowledge, state as follows: 
AFFIDAVIT OF RICHARD H. ANDRUS IN SUPPORT OF RESPONSE TO DAFCO LLC'S MOTIONS 
TO (1) CONTINUE, (2) ALLOW FILING OF AFFIDAVIT AND RESPONSE BRIEF, AND (3) SHORTEN 
TIME; AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO STRIKE AFFIDAVIT 
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1. I am one of the attorneys in the above-referenced matter for Defendants Stewart 
Title Guaranty Company ("Stewart") and AmeriTitle, Inc. ("AmeriTitle"). In August 2012, 
when I was informed that Stephen Hall would represent DAFCO LLC, I made several attempts 
in August and September to contact Mr. Hall and discuss the effect of the Idaho Supreme Court's 
decision in New Phase Investments, LLC v. Jarvis, 153 Idaho 207, 280 P.3d 710 (2012). Mr. 
Hall did not return any of my phone calls. 
2. On October 11, 2012, I filed with the Court and served upon Mr. Hall motions for 
summary judgment documents for Stewart and AmeriTitle, and the Notice of Hearing on the 
motions for summary judgment The motions were originally scheduled for hearing on 
November 14, 2012. 
3. I later agreed, as a professional courtesy and at the request of Mr. Hall, to 
reschedule the hearing on the motions for summary judgment to allow him more time to respond. 
4. The new hearing date, December 12, 2012, gave Mr. Hall nearly two months to 
respond to the motions for summary judgment 
5. On November 28,2012, at 4:20p.m., the day DAFCO LLC's response brief was 
due, I received a telephone call from Mr. Hall requesting to file a late brief in response to the 
motions for summary judgment Mr. Hall also proposed to not contest late reply briefs that 
would be required of Stewart and AmeriTitle if Mr. Hall filed his late response brief. 
6. Twenty-five minutes later on November 28, 2012, at 4:45p.m., I called Mr. Hall 
back and notified him that no further extensions would be granted. 
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7. In my telephone conversations with Mr. Hall, I expressed concern that even if the 
parties agreed among themselves to an alternate briefing schedule, the burden would fall upon 
Stewart, AmeriTitle, and the Court to prepare for the hearing in an abbreviated fashion. 
8. On the evening of December 5, 2012 (the day Defendants' reply brief were due), 
Mr. Hall served by fax after business hours numerous motion documents, including a Response 
in Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment and an Affidavit in Support of 
Response in Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment. 
Further this Affiant sayeth naught. 
DATED this lOth day of December 2012. 
Richard H. And'f"i:s 
i f\'~ SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN before me this _IJ_ day of December 2012. 
(SEAL) i I '· Notarv'Public for Idaho 
My commission expires: G--1 1-i 5 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this lOth day of December 2012, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the above AFFIDAVIT OF RICHARD H. ANDRUS IN SUPPORT OF RESPONSE TO 
DAFCO LLC'S MOTIONS TO (1) CONTINUE, (2) ALLOW FILING OF AFFIDAVIT AND 
RESPONSE BRIEF, AND (3) SHORTEN TIME; AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO STRIKE AFFIDAVIT AND RESPONSE BRIEF to be served 
upon the following individuals in the manner indicated below: 
G. Lance Nalder, Esq. 
Lane A. Blake, Esq. 
Nalder Law Office PC 
591 Park Avenue, Suite 201 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facsimile: 208-542-1002 
Stephen D. Hall 
Peterson, Moss, Hall & Olsen 
485 E Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facsimile: 208/524-3391 
U.S. Mail 
Hand-Delivery by Courier 
Federal Express 
[X] Via Facsimile 
U.S. Mail 
Hand-Delivery by Courier 
Federal Express 
[X] Via Facsimile 
Richard H. Andrus 
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Michael T. Spink, ISB No. 2201 
Richard H. Andrus, ISB No. 7171 
SPINK BUTLER, LLP 
251 E. Front Street, Suite 200 
Boise, ID 83702 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83701 
Telephone: 208/388-1000 
Facsimile: 208/388-1001 
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Attorneys for Stewart Title Guaranty 
Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCO LLC, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
STEW ART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., and 
Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) Case No. CV-10-280 
) 
) RESPONSE TO DAFCO LLC'S 
) MOTIONS TO (1) CONTINUE, (2) 
) ALLOW FILING OF AFFIDAVIT AND 
) RESPONSE BRIEF, AND (3) SHORTEN 
) TIME; AND MEMORANDUM IN 
) SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' 
) MOTIONS TO STRIKE AFFIDAVIT 
) AND RESPONSE BRIEF 
Defendants Stewart Title Guaranty Company ("Stewart") and AmeriTitle, Inc. 
("AmeriTitle") (collectively, the "Defendants"), by and through their attorneys of record, Spink 
Butler, LLP, file this Response to DAFCO LLC's Motions to (1) Continue, (2) Allow Filing of 
Affidavit and Response Brief, and (3) Shorten Time; and Memorandum in Support of 
Defendants' Motions to Strike Affidavit and Response Brief 
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TIME LINE 
1. On June 29, 2012, the Idaho Supreme Court issued its decision in New Phase 
Investments, LLC, v. Jarvis, 153 Idaho 207, 280 P.3d 710 (2012) rendering the claims in the 
present lawsuit moot. 
2. Stephen Hall claims that he undertook representation of DAFCO LLC 
("DAFCO") on August 20, 2012. Mr. Hall was at least the third attorney to represent DAFCO. 
3. Counsel for Defendants, Richard Andrus, made multiple calls to Mr. Hall 
throughout August and September 2012 to discuss the status of the case in light of the Supreme 
Court's decision in New Phase Investments, LLC. Mr. Hall did not return any of those phone 
calls. 
4. On September 20, 2012, Plaintiff Snake River Funding, Inc. ("Snake River 
Funding") filed and served a Motion for Dismissal of Plaintiff Snake River Funding, Inc. as 
Party Plaintiff. The Motion was set for hearing on November 28, 2012. DAFCO never filed an 
objection to the Motion. 
5. On October 10, 2012, the Court held a status conference and Mr. Hall agreed that 
he would determine within two weeks whether he would be filing a Third Amended Complaint 
to, among other things, name his client's co-Plaintiff Snake River Funding, Inc. as a Cross-
Defendant. 
6. On October 11,2012, Defendants sent to Mr. Hall via FedEx the Motion for 
Summary Judgment documents and the Notice of Hearing on Motions for Summary Judgment. 
The Motions were originally scheduled for hearing on November 14, 2012. 
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7. Mr. Andrus later agreed as a professional courtesy and at the request of Mr. Hall 
to reschedule the hearing on the Motions for Summary Judgment The new hearing date, 
December 12, 2012, gave Mr. Hall nearly a month longer to respond to the Motions. 
8. At 9:00a.m. on November 28, 2012, the Court held a hearing on Snake River 
Funding's Motion for Dismissal of Plaintiff Snake River Funding, Inc. as Party Plaintiff 
Counsel for DAFCO failed to appear at the hearing or file any indication of whether the Motion 
was disputed. The Court attempted to contact counsel for DAFCO prior to and at the time of the 
hearing. The Court ultimately entered an order dismissing Snake River Funding, Inc. from the 
lawsuit 
9. On November 28, 2012, at 4:20p.m., Mr. Andrus received a telephone call from 
Mr. Hall requesting to file a late brief in response to the Motions for Summary Judgment and 
proposing to not contest a late reply in response to Mr. Hall's late brief 
10. Twenty-five minutes later, on November 28, 2012, at 4:45p.m., Mr. Andrus 
responded to Mr. Hall that no further extensions would be granted. Mr. Andrus expressed 
further concern that even if the parties unilaterally agreed to an alternate briefing schedule, the 
burden would fall on Defendants and the Court to prepare for the hearing in an abbreviated 
fashion. 
11. On the evening of December 5, 2012 after close of business, Mr. Hall fax-served 
on Defendants numerous motion documents including a Response in Opposition to Defendants' 
Motions for Summary Judgment ("Objecting Brief') and an Affidavit in Support of Response in 
Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment ("Objecting Affidavit"). 
12. The Defendants' deadline to provide a reply brief was December 5, 2012. 
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LEGAL STANDARD 
The Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure are clear regarding motions for summary judgment. 
A party opposing a motion for summary judgment "must do so at least 14 days prior to the date 
of the hearing." I.R.C.P. 56( c). The Court may only alter or shorten the time periods and 
requirements of Rule 56( c) for "good cause" shown. I.R.C.P. 56( c). Even if the Court alters or 
shortens the times or continues a hearing on a motion for summary judgment, the Court may 
impose costs, attorneys' fees, and sanctions against the party. LR.C.P. 56(c). 
ARGUMENT AND OBJECTIONS 
Mr. Hall provides no legal or factual support for his motion to vacate and continue the 
hearing scheduled on December 12, 2012 for Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment, his 
motion to allow for late filing and consideration of the Objecting Brief and Objecting Affidavit, 
or his Motion to Shorten Time. 
The documents served by DAFCO after close of business on December 5th follow a 
pattern of not responding to opposing counsel and Court orders. Mr. Hall never responded to 
phone calls from opposing counsel during the months of August and September. Mr. Hall failed 
to notify the Court whether it objected to co-Plaintiff's Motion for Dismissal. Mr. Hall failed to 
appear at the hearing on co-Plaintiff's Motion for Dismissal. 
On the other hand, Defendants have already accommodated DAFCO's counsel's need for 
additional time. Defendants granted DAFCO an extension of nearly a month to respond to the 
Motions for Summary Judgment. Despite having more than a month and a half to respond, Mr. 
Hall waited until4:20 on the afternoon that his client's response briefs and affidavits were due to 
request an additional time extension. Then, Mr. Hall waited until after close of business on the 
day that Defendants' reply brief would have been due to file his voluminous motion documents 
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meaning that Defendants could not reply in a timely mam1er to either the response brief or the 
various motions. 
The excuses given by counsel for DAFCO do not constitute good cause, particularly 
when one considers how late in the game the request was made, the fact that Snake River has 
dismissed its claim, and the fact that the Court and parties waited months for DAFCO to take the 
next step. Mr. Hall appeared on behalf of DAFCO nearly four months ago. Mr. Hall was 
granted a one-month extension to respond to the Motions for Summary Judgment, which means 
he had nearly two months to respond. Mr. Hall blames his two months of inattention on a last-
minute kidney stone, but his affidavit shows that he already let a month and a half pass before 
the kidney stone occurred. 
Notably however, it appears Mr. Hall's presence may not have been necessary for a 
timely response. The Objecting Brief was drafted and filed by his co-attorney, Nathan M. 
Olsen. There is no indication that Mr. Olsen experienced simultaneous health or other issues 
preventing a timely response throughout the entire nearly two-month response period. 
CONCLUSION 
Although Mr. Hall's health issues are unfortunate, under the circumstances they do not 
constitute the "good cause" necessary to alter the deadlines set forth in Rule 56( c). There is a 
track record here of delay and unresponsiveness. Therefore, Defendants respectfully request that 
the Court deny his motions and grant Defendants' Motion to Strike the Objecting Brief and 
Objecting Affidavit 
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DATED this lOth day of December 2012. 
SPINK BUTLER, LLP 
By: ~~ ~d[.J--. 
Richard H. Andrus 
Attorneys for Stewart Title Guaranty 
Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this lOth day of December 2012, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the above RESPONSE TO DAFCO LLC'S MOTIONS TO (1) CONTINUE, (2) 
ALLOW FILING OF AFFIDAVIT AND RESPONSE BRIEF, AND (3) SHORTEN TIME; 
AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTIONS TO STRIKE 
AFFIDAVIT AND RESPONSE BRIEF to be served upon the following individuals in the 
manner indicated below: 
G. Lance Nalder, Esq. 
Lane A. Blake, Esq. 
Nalder Law Office PC 
591 Park Avenue, Suite 201 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facsimile: 208-542-1002 
Stephen D. Hall 
Peterson, Moss, Hall & Olsen 
485 E Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facsimile: 208/524-3391 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand-Delivery by Courier 
[ ] Federal Express 
[X] Via Facsimile 
] U.S. Mail 
] Hand-Delivery by Courier 
] Federal Express 
[X] Via Facsimile 
Richard H. Andrus 
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Michael T. Spink, ISB No. 2201 
Richard H. Andrus, ISB No. 7171 
SPINK BUTLER, LLP 
251 E. Front Street, Suite 200 
Boise, ID 83702 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83701 
Telephone: 208/388-1000 
Facsimile: 208/3 8 8-100 1 
#21 111.52 
Attorneys for Stewart Title Guaranty 
Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., and 
Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) Case No. CV-10-280 
) 
) MOTION TO STRIKE RESPONSE IN 
) OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' 
) MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
) JUDGMENT 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants Stewart Title Guaranty Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. (collectively, the 
"Defendants"), by and through their counsel of record and pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil 
Procedure 56( c), hereby move this Court to strike the Response in Opposition to Defendants' 
Motions for Summary Judgment. This motion is based upon the records and files of the Court, 
the Response to DAFCO LLC' s Motions to ( 1) Continue, (2) Allow Filing of Affidavit and 
Response Brief, and (3) Shorten Time; and Memorandum in Support of Defendants' Motions to 
MOTION TO STRIKE RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
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Strike Affidavit and Response Brief, and the Affidavit of Richard H. Andrus in Support of 
Response to DAFCO LLC' s Motions to ( 1) Continue, (2) Allow Filing of Affidavit and Response 
Brief, and (3) Shorten Time; and Memorandum in Support of Defendants' Motion to Strike 
Affidavit and Response Brief. Oral argument is requested on this motion if the Court deems it 
necessary. 
DATED this lOth day of December 2012. 
SPINK BUTLER, LLP 
By: "32---"-.\ ~~ ~ 
Richard H. Andru~ 
Attorneys for Stewart Title Guaranty 
Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 101h day of December 2012, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the above MOTION TO STRIKE RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' 
MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT to be served upon the following individuals in the 
manner indicated below: 
G. Lance Nalder, Esq. 
Lane A. Blake, Esq. 
Nalder Law Office PC 
591 Park Avenue, Suite 201 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facsimile: 208-542-1002 
Stephen D. Hall 
Peterson, Moss, Hall & Olsen 
485 E Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facsimile: 208/524-3391 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand-Delivery by Courier 
[ ] Federal Ex press 
[X] Via Facsimile 
] U.S. Mail 
] Hand-Delivery by Courier 
[ ] Federal Express 
[X] Via Facsimile 
Richard H. Andrus 
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Michael T. Spink, ISB No. 2201 
Richard H. Andrus, ISB No. 7171 
SPINK BUTLER, LLP 
251 E. Front Street, Suite 200 
Boise, ID 83702 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83701 
Telephone: 208/3 88-1000 
Facsimile: 208/388-1001 
#211 11.52 
Attomeys for Stewart Title Guaranty 
Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCO LLC, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
STEW ART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., and 
Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) Case No. CV-10-280 
) 
) MOTION TO STRIKE Al-.FIDA VIT IN 
) SUPPORT OF RESPONSE IN 
) OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' 
) MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
) JUDGMENT 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants Stewart Title Guaranty Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. (collectively, the 
"Defendants"), by and through their counsel of record and pursuant to Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure 56( c) and 56( e), hereby move this Court to strike the Affidavit in Support of Response 
in Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment (the "Affidavit"). This motion is 
based upon the records and files of the Court, the Response to DAFCO LLC' s Motions to ( 1) 
Continue, (2) Allow Filing of Affidavit and Response Brief, and ( 3) Shorten Time; and 
MOTION TO STRIKE AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF RESPONSE IN 
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT- 1 
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Memorandum in Support of Defendants' Motions to Strike Affidavit and Response Brief, and the 
Affidavit of Richard H Andrus in Support of Response to DAFCO LLC's Motions to ( 1) 
Continue, (2) Allow Filing of Affidavit and Response Brief, and ( 3) Shorten Time; and 
Memorandum in Support of Defendants' Motion to Strike Affidavit and Response Brief~ and the 
argument below. 
The Affidavit should be stricken, first, as untimely. Pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil 
Procedure 56(c), the Affidavit was to have been filed no later than November 28, 2012, but was 
instead filed one week late (on December 6, 2012). 
Second, the Affidavit also lacks foundation. It is an affidavit filed by the attorneys for 
Plaintiff, and the attorney (Stephen D. Hall) makes no claim as to personal knowledge of the 
source of the documents or whether they are accurate reproductions of those documents. 
I.R.C.P. 56( e) ("Supporting and opposing affidavits shall be made on personal knowledge, shall 
set forth such facts as would be admissible in evidence, and shall show affirmatively that the 
affiant is competent to testify to the matters stated therein."). In fact, Mr. Hall claims in his 
Affidavit of Stephen D. Hall in Support of Motion to Continue or Alternative Motion to Allow 
Filing of Affidavit and Response Brief that he undertook this case on August 20, 2012 and that 
his schedule did not allow him to become familiar with the case until recently. Certainly, his 
own admissions demonstrate that he lacks personal knowledge necessary to provide the 
foundation for documents that were created several years prior. 
Finally, the Affidavit is misleading and inaccurate in its portrayal of the documents 
attached as exhibits. The document attached as "Exhibit C" is stated on page 2 of the Affidavit to 
be a copy of the "title insurance policy provided by AmeriTitle to Snake River and issued by 
Stewart Title Guarantee Company." In fact, "Exhibit C" contains not only the title policy but 
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also the title commitment-two separate documents. While this may be convenient to 
Plaintiff's arguments (which seek to conflate the title policy and the title commitment), it is an 
inaccurate portrayal of the documents, which are distinct and separate in identity and legal 
significance. It also directly contradicts the sworn statements in the Affidavit of Darin Hebdon. 
Affidavit of Darin Hebdon q[ 5, Exhibit A. 
Oral argument is requested on this motion is the Court deems it necessary. 
DATED this 101h day of December 2012. 
SPINK BUTLER, LLP 
By: lZ__:_\~4.~ 
Richard H. A:ndrus 
Attorneys for Stewart Title Guaranty 
Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this lOth day of December 2012, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the above MOTION TO STRIKE AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF RESPONSE IN 
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT to be served 
upon the following individuals in the manner indicated below: 
G. Lance Nalder, Esq. 
Lane A. Blake, Esq. 
Nalder Law Office PC 
591 Park A venue, Suite 201 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facsimile: 208-542-1002 
Stephen D. Hall 
Peterson, Moss, Hall & Olsen 
485 E Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facsimile: 208/524-3391 
] U.S. Mail 
] Hand-Delivery by Courier 
[ ] Federal Express 
[X] Via Facsimile 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand-Delivery by Courier 
[ ] Federal Express 
[X] Via Facsimile 
........ 
Richard H. Andrus 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCO LLC, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., and 
Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) Case No. CV-10-280 
) 
) FINAL JUDGJ\1ENT 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Based upon the file and record of the Court, and good cause appearing therefore: 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED as follows: 
1. That all of Plaintiff's claims against Defendants are dismissed with prejudice. 
I : I 
It is hereby ordered, adjudged, and decreed this~ day of_h-""-......... <...v"=""J _____ _ 
20~. 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this,;;t[_ day of llit'l ,~d;U\).iuV 20Jd I caused a 
true and correct copy of the above FINAL JUDGMENT to be served upon the following 
individuals in the manner indicated below: 
Stephen D. Hall 
Nathan M. Olsen 
Peterson, Moss, Hall & Olsen 
485 E Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facsimile: 208/524-3391 
Michael T. Spink 
Richard H. Andrus 
Spink Butler, LLP 
251 E. Front Street, Suite 200 
Boise, ID 83702 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83701 
Facsimile: 208/388-1001 
FINAL JUDGMENT- 2 
[X] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand-Delivery by Courier 
[ ] Federal Express 
[ ] Via Facsimile 
[X] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand-Delivery by Courier 
[ ] Federal Express 
[ ] Via Facsimile 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., and 
Does 1-10, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) Case No. CV-10-280 
) 
) ORDER 
) (1) DENYING DAFCO LLC'S MOTION 
) TO FILE THIRD AMENDED 
) COMPLAINT; 
) (2) GRANTING STEW ART TITLE 
) GUARANTY COMPANY'S MOTION 
) FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT; 
) (3) GRANTING AMERITITLE, INC.'S 
) MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
) JUDGMENT;AND 
) (4) DISMISSING DAFCO LLC'S 
) CLAIMS WITH PREJUDICE 
) 
) 
THE COURT, having considered PlaintiffDAFCO LLC's Motion to File Third 
Amended Complaint, Defendant Stewart Title Guaranty Company's Motion for Summary 
Judgment, Defendant AmeriTitle, Inc.'s Motion for Summary Judgment, the written submissions 
ORDER (1) DENYING DAFCO LLC'S MOTION TO FILE THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT; (2) 
GRANTING STEWART TITLE GUARANTY COMPANY'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT; (3) 
GRANTING AMERITITLE, INC.'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT; AND (4) DISMISSING 
DAFCO LLC'S CLAIMS WITH PREJUDICE - 1 
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of the parties, the record and file of the Court, and the argument of counsel at hearing on 
December 13, 2012, hereby orders as follows: 
For the reasons set forth by the Court on the record at hearing on December 13, 2012: 
1. PlaintiffDAFCO LLC's Motion to File Third Amended Complaint is DENIED. 
2. Defendant Stewart Title Guaranty Company's Motion for Summary Judgment is 
GRANTED. 
3. Defendant AmeriTitle, Inc.'s Motion for Summary Judgment is GRANTED. 
4. Plaintiff DAFCO LLC' s claims are dismissed with prejudice. 
DATED this~ C( day of__J:::~~.L--+--~ 
·strict Judge 
ORDER (1) DENYING DAFCO LLC'S MOTION TO FILE THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT; (2) 
GRANTING STEWART TITLE GUARANTY COMPANY'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT; (3) 
GRANTING AMERITITLE, INC.'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT; AND (4) DISMISSING 
DAFCO LLC'S CLAIMS WITH PREJUDICE- 2 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on thi&i- day of Qf-s: -2. 20±::? I caused a 
true and correct copy of the above ORDER (1) DENYIN DAFCO LLC'S MOTION TO FILE 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT; (2) GRANTING STEWART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT; (3) GRANTING AMERITITLE, 
INC.'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT; AND (4) DISMISSING DAFCO LLC'S 
CLAIMS WITH PREJUDICE to be served upon the following individuals in the manner 
indicated below: 
Stephen D. Hall 
Nathan M. Olsen 
Peterson, Moss, Hall & Olsen 
485 E Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facsimile: 208/524-3391 
Michael T. Spink 
Richard H. Andrus 
Spink Butler, LLP 
251 E. Front Street, Suite 200 
Boise, ID 83702 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83701 
Facsimile: 208/388-1001 
[X] U.S. Mail 
[ 1 Hand-Delivery by Courier 
[ I Federal Express 
[ ] Via Facsimile 
[X] U.S. Mail 
l ] Hand-Delivery by Courier 
[ ] Federal Express 
[ ] Via Facsimile 
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Stephen D. Hall, Esq., ISB # 2444 
sdhlaw485(a)gmail.com 
Nathan M. Olsen, Esq. ISB #7373 
nolsen@phmolaw.com 
PETERSEN Moss HALL & OLSEN 
485 "E" Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
(208) 523-4650 (phone) 
(208) 524-3391 (fax) 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, DAFCO LLC. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCO LLC., 
Plaintiff/ Appellant, 
vs. 
STEW ART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., 
Defendants/Respondents. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2010-280 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
!4 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENTS, STEWART TITLE GUARANTY COMPANY 
AND AMERITITLE, INC., AND THE PARTY'S ATTORNEYS, Michael T. Spink and 
Richard H. Andrus, P.O. Box 639, Boise, Idaho 83701, AND THE CLERK OF THE 
ABOVE ENTITLED COURT 
NOTICE Is HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above named appellant, DAFCO LLC, appeals against the above named 
respondents to the Idaho Supreme Court from the Final Judgment entered in the above entitled action 
on the 24th day of December, 2012, Honorable Judge Dane H. Watkins, presiding. 
2. Appellant has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the judgment 
described in paragraph 1 above is appealable under and pursuant to Rule 11 (a)(l ), I.A.R. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 1 
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3. The preliminary statement of the issues on appeal that the appellant intends to assert 
in the appeal are as follows: 
A. Did the District Court Err in Denying DAFCO's Motion to File Third 
Amended Complaint? 
B. Did the District Court Err in Granting Stewart Title Guaranty Company's 
Motion for Summary Judgment? 
C. Did the District Court Err in Granting Amerititle, Inc's Motion for Summary 
Judgment? 
D. Did the District Court Err m Dismissing DAFCO LLC's claims with 
prejudice? 
4. Has an order been entered sealing all or any portion of the record? No. 
5. Is a reporter's transcript requested? Appellant requests a PARTIAL TRANSCRIPT, 
consisting of the entire hearing held on December 12, 2012. 
6. The appellant requests the following documents to be included in the clerk's record 
in addition to those automatically included pursuant to the following Rule 28, I.A.R.: See attached 
Exhibit A (highlighted documents only). 
7. The appellant requests the following documents, charts, or pictures offered or 
admitted as exhibits to be copied and sent to the Supreme Court: NoT APPLICABLE. 
8. I certify: 
a. That a copy of this notice of appeal has been served on each reporter of whom 
a transcript has been requested as named below at the address set out below: 
Karen S. Konvalinka, 605 N. Capital, Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402; 
b. That the clerk of the district court has been paid the estimated fee for 
preparation of the reporter's transcript; 
c. That the estimated fee for preparation of the clerk's record has been paid. 
d. That the appellate filing fee has been paid; and 
NOTICE OF APPEAL-- 2 
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e. That service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant 
to Rule 20, I.A.R. 
DATED this 4th day of February, 2013. 
PETERSEN MOSS HALL & OLSEN 
Stephen D. Hall 
Attorney for the appellant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I am a duly licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, with my office in 
Idaho Falls, Idaho, and that on the 41h day of February, 2013, I served a true and correct copy ofthe 
foregoing document on the persons listed below by first class mail, with the correct postage thereon, 
or by causing the same to be delivered in accordance with Rule 5(b ), I.R.C.P. 
Persons Served: 
Lance Nalder, Esq. 
NALDER LAW OFFICE 
591 Park Avenue, Suite 201 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
FAX: (208) 542-1002 
EMAIL: gln@nalderlaw.com 
Richard Andrus, Esq. 
SPINK BUTLER 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83702 
FAX: (208) 388-1001 
EMAIL: randrus@spinkbutler.com 
NOTJCE OF APPEAL 3 
Method of Service: 
(/mail ( ) hand ( ) fax ( ) email 
( vf'mail ( ) hand ( ) fax ( ) email 
Stephen D. Hall 
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Case Number Result Page 
Bonneville 
1 Cases Found. 
Snake River Funding, LLC, etaL vs. Stewart Title Guaranty Company, etai. 
Case:CV-2010-0000280-0CDistrict Filed: 01/15/2010 Subtype: COit~er 
a1ms 
Dane H 
Judge: Watkins Status: Pending 
Jr 
Defendants:Amerititle Company Does 1-10, Stewart Title Guaranty Company 
Plaintiffs:D.A.F.C.O., LLC Snake River Funding, LLC 
Register Date 
of 
actions: 
01/15/2010 Summons Issued 
01/15/2010 New Case Filed-Other Claims 
01115 ~2010 Plaintiff: D.A.F.C.O., LLC Notice Of Appearance David A. 1 Johnson 
Filing: A All initial civil case filings of any type not listed in 
categories B-H, or the other A listings below Paid by: Johnson, 
01/15/2010 David A. (attorney for Snake River Funding, Lie,) Receipt 
number: 0002369 Dated: 1/19/2010 Amount: $88.00 (Check) 
For: Snake River Funding, Lie, (plaintiff) 
0111512010 Plaintiff: Snake River Funding, Lie, Notice Of Appearance David A. Johnson 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any File Or Record 
01/22/2010 By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: Beard St. Clair Receipt 
number: 0003162 Dated: 1/22/2010 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
0211212010 Affidavit of Service by US Mail 2/10/2010 Stewart Title Guaranty Company 
Filing: I1 Initial Appearance by persons other than the plaintiff 
or petitioner Paid by: Spink, Michael T (attorney for Stewart 
03/02/2010 Title Guaranty Company) Receipt number: 0010063 Dated: 
3/3/2010 Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: Stewart Title Guaranty 
Company (defendant) 
0310312010 Defendant: Stewart Title Guaranty Company Notice Of Appearance Michael T Spink and Richard H. Andrus 
03/15/2010 Answer 
04/09/2010 Stipulation to Amend Complaint 
04/15/2010 Order Allowing Amended Complaint 
04/29/2010 Amended Complaint Filed 
05/17/2010 Answer 
0610212010 Notice Of_ Service (Defendant's 1st Set of Interrogatories and Request ror Production of Documents) 
Notice Of Service (Answers to Plaintiff's 1st Set of Requests for 
07/26/2010 Production of Documents and Plaintiffs 1st Set of 
Interrogatories) 
08/11/2010 Order for Status Conference 
08/11/2010 Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference 09/30/2010 08:45AM) 
09/21/2010 Motion for Summary Judgment 
09/21/2010 Plaintiff's Memorandum in Support of Summary Judgment 
09/21/2010 Affidavit of Darin Hebdon 
09/21/2010 Affidavit of Chris Archibald 
09/21/2010 Request for Judicial Notice 
0912312010 Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/16/2010 08:15AM) Summary Judgment 
0912712010 Notice Of Hearing Re: Motion for Summary Judgment (12/16 
' /10@8: lSAM) 
Hearing result for Status Conference held on 09/30/2010 08:45 
0913012010 AM: District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: Karen Konvalinka Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 50 pages 
EXHIBIT A TO NOTICE OF APPEAL 
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Minute Entry Hearing type: Status Conterence Heanng date: 
10/01/2010 9/30/2010 Time: 8:45am Courtroom: Court reporter: Karen 
Konvalinka Minutes Clerk: Lettie Messick Tape Number: 
10/04/2010 Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference 03/16/2011 08:45AM) 
10/04/2010 Hearing Scheduled (Trial 03/22/2011 10:00 AM) 
10/04/2010 Order Setting Pretrial Conference/trial 
10/04/2010 Order Referring Case to Mediation 
1210112010 Response Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary Judgment (fax) 
1210112010 Affidavit of John Holt in Response to Motion for Summary Judgment (fax) 
1210112010 Affidavit of Richard H. Andrus in Response to Motion for Summary Judgment (fax) 
1210212010 Hearing result for Motion held on 12/16/2010 08:15AM: Contmued Summary Judgment 
1210212010 Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/11/2011 08:30AM) Summary Judgment 
1210212010 Affidavit of John Holt in Response to Motion for Summary Judgment 
1210212010 Response Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary Judgment 
1210212010 Affidavit of Richard H. Andrus in Response to Motion for Summary Judgment 
12/03/2010 Judge Change (batch process) 
12/21/2010 Plaintiff's Reply Memorandum in Support of Summary Judgment 
12/21/2010 Affidavit of Darin Hebdon 
12/21/2010 Affidavit of David Patterson 
12/21/2010 Motion to Strike Affidavit of John Holt (Partial) 
12/21/2010 Second· Request for Judicial Notice 
Notice Of Service First Set Of Interrogatones To Plaintiffs And 
12/21/2010 Defendant Stewart Title guaranty company's First Set Of 
Requests For Production Of Documents 
12/22/2010 Plaintiffs' Disclosure Of Expert 
12/23/2010 Response to Motion to Strike Affidavit of John Holt (Partial) 
1212312010 Motion to Strike Affidavit of David Patterson, Affidavit of Darin Hebdon (Second), and Second Request for Judicial Notice 
Motion for Order Shortening Time on Motion to Stirke Affidavit 
12/23/2010 of David Patterson, Affidavit of Darin Hebdon (Second), and 
Second Request for Judical Notice 
Affidavit of Richard H. Andrus in Support of Motion for Order 
1212312010 Shortening Time on Motion to Strike Affidavit of David Patterson, Affidavit of Darin Hebdon (Second), and Second 
Request for Judical Notice 
Motion To Shorten Time & Motion To Consider Affidavits Of 
12/23/2010 David Patterson And Darin Hebdon And Response To 
Defendants' Motion To Strike 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Motion Hearing date: 1/4/2011 
Time: 8:50am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes Clerk: 
0110412011 Lettie Messick Tape Number: Party: D.A.F.C.O., LLC, Attorney: 
' ~David Johnson Party: Snake River Funding, LLC, Attorney: 
David Johnson Party: Stewart Title Guaranty Company, 
Attorney: Michael Spink 
Hearing result for Motion held on 01/04/2011 09:00AM: Hearing 
01/04/2011 Held Summary Judgment Richard Andrus will appear by 
telephone ( ct initiate call) Motion to Strike (2 aff) 
01/19/2011 Memorandum Decision Re: Motion for Summary Judgment 
0111912011 Judgment Re: Motions to Strike and Motion for Summary Judgment 
01/26/2011 Notice of Compliance 
0210312011 Hearing Scheduled (Motion 03/02/2011 09:00AM) Motion to 
DISmiSS 
0210712011 Motion to Dismiss Based on Court's Decision Re: Motion for 
· Summary Judgment 
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0210712011 
jvJemorandum in Support of jvJotion to Dismiss Based on Court's 
Dec1s1on Re: Mot1on for Summary Judgment 
Notice Of Hearing Re: Motion to Dismiss Based on Court's 
02/07/2011 Decision Re: Motion for Summary Judgment (03/02 
/11@9:00AM) 
02/11/2011 Notice Of Hearing 3-2-11@ 9:00a.m. 
02/11/2011 2nd rvlotion to Amend Complaint 
Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Based on 
02/16/2011 Court's Decision RE: Motion for Summary Judgment and Motion 
for Reconsideration 
02/16/2011 Notice Of Hearing 3-2-11@ 9:00a.m. 
Reply Memorandum In Support Of Motion To Dismiss And 
02/22/2011 Response Memorandum In Opposition To Plaintiffs' Motion For 
Reconsideration (FAX) 
0212212011 Response Memorandum In Opposition To Plaintiffs' Motion For Second Amended Complaint (FAX) 
02/23/2011 Motion To Vacate Trial 
02/23/2011 Motion To Shorten Time On Motion To Vacate Trial 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Motion Hearing date: 3/1/2011 
Time: 9:30am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes Clerk: 
0310112011 Lettie Messick Tape Number: Party: D.A.F.C.O., LLC, Attorney: David Johnson Party: Snake River Funding, LLC, Attorney: 
David Johnson Party: Stewart Title Guaranty Company, 
Attorney: Michael Spink 
Hearing result for Motion held on 03/02/2011 09:00AM: District 
0310112011 Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: Karen Konvalinka Number 
of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Motion to Dismiss 
(Spink or Richard Andrus 208-388-100) 2nd Motion to Amend 
03/11/2011 2nd Amended Complaint Filed 
03/11/2011 Amended Summons Issued 
03/16/2011 Second Amended Summons 
0311812011 Hearing result for Trial held on 03/22/2011 10:00 AM: Hearing Vacated 
0311812011 Hearing result for Pretrial Conference held on 03/16/2011 08:45 AM: Heanng Vacated 
03/23/2011 Answer to 2nd Amended Complaint (fax) 
0312412011 Order Re: Plaintiffs' Motion for Reconsideration Platinffs' Motion to Amend Defendants' Mot1on to D1sm1ss 
0312412011 Affidavit of Service- 3-18-11 Amerititle Inc. by serving Stanley Thorpe 
0410412011 Defendant: Amerititle Company Notice Of Appearance Michael T Spmk 
0410412011 Defendant: Amerititle Company Notice Of Appearance Richard H Andrus 
Filing: I1 - Initial Appearance by persons other than the plaintiff 
0410412011 or petitioner Paid by: Spink, Michael T (attorney for Amerititle Company) Receipt number: 0015524 Dated: 4/4/2011 Amount: 
$58.00 (Check) For: Amerititle Company (defendant) 
08/24/2011 Order for Status conference 
08/24/2011 Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference 09/07/2011 08:30AM) 
Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled on 09/07/2011 
0910712011 08:30AM: District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: Karen Konvalinka Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 50 pages 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Status Conference Hearing date: 
9/7/2011 Time: 8:51am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes 
Clerk: Lettie Messick Tape Number: Party: Amerititle Company, 
09/07/2011 Attorney: Michael Spink Party. D.A.F.C.O., LLC, Attorney: David 
Johnson Party: Snake River Funding, LLC, Attorney: David 
Johnson Party: Stewart Title Guaranty Company, Attorney: 
Michael Spink 
09/12/2011 Order for Status conference 
09/12/2011 Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference 03/20/2012 08:30AM) 
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Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled on 03/20/2012 
0312012012 08:30AM: District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: Karen Konvalinka Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 50 pages 
03/20/2012 Order for Status Conference 
03/20/2012 Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference 08/08/2012 08:30AM) 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Status Conference Hearing date: 
8/8/2012 Time: 8:57am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes 
Clerk: Lettie Messick Tape Number: Party: Amerititle Company, 
08/08/2012 Attorney: Michael Spink Party: D.A.F.C.O., LLC, Attorney: David 
Johnson Party: Snake River Funding, LLC, Attorney: David 
Johnson Party: Stewart Title Guaranty Company, Attorney: 
Michael Spink 
Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled on 08/08/2012 
08/08/2012 08:30AM: District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: n/a 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: 
08/15/2012 Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference 12/05/2012 08:30AM) 
08/15/2012 Hearing Scheduled (Trial 12/13/2012 10:00 AM) 
08/16/2012 DELETE- DUPLICATE ENTRY 
08/16/2012 Order Setting Pretrial Conference/trial 
08/20/2012 Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/06/2012 08:30AM) Withdraw 
08/20/2012 Plaintiff's Motion to Withdraw 
0812012012 Plaintiff's Notice Of Hearing 9-6-12@ 8:30a.m. {Motion to Withdraw} 
08/21/2012 Substitution of Counsel (Dafco LLC) (fax) 
08/21/2012 Plaintiff: D.A.F.C.O., LLC Notice Of Appearance Stephen D. Hall 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 09/06/2012 08:30AM: 
0910612012 District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: Karen Konvalinka Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: 
Withdraw 50 pages 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Motion Hearing date: 9/6/2012 
Time: 8:30am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes Clerk: 
Lettie Messick Tape Number: Party: Amerititle Company, 
09/06/2012 Attorney: Michael Spink Party: D.A.F.C.O., LLC, Attorney: 
Stephen Hall Party: Snake River Funding, LLC, Attorney: David 
Johnson Party: Stewart Title Guaranty Company, Attorney: 
Michael Spink 
09/06/2012 Order for Status conference 
09/06/2012 Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference 10/10/2012 08:30AM) 
09/06/2012 Order Allowing Witdhrawal 
09/10/2012 Certificate Of Mailing RE: Order Allowing Withdrawal of Attorney 
0911912012 Plaintiff: Snake River Funding, LLC Notice Of Appearance G. Lance Nalder 
0912012012 Hearing Scheduled (Motion 11/28/2012 09:00AM) Motion to DISmiSS 
0912012012 Motion For Dismissal Of Plaintiff Snake River Funding, Inc. As A Party Plamt1ff 
0912012012 Notice Of Hearing RE: Motion For Dismissal As A Party Plaintiff 11-28-12@ 9:00AM 
1010912012 Hearing Scheduled (Motion 11/08/2012 09:00AM) Summary Judgment 
Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled on 10/10/2012 
10/10/2012 08:30AM: District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: N/A 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: 50 pages 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Status Conference Hearing date: 
10/10/2012 Time: 8:33 am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes 
Clerk: Lettie Messick Tape Number: Party: Amerititle Company, 
10/10/2012 Attorney: Michael Spink Party: D.A.F.C.O., LLC, Attorney· 
Stephen Hall Party: Snake River Funding, LLC, Attorney: G. 
Nalder Party: Stewart Title Guaranty Company, Attorney: 
Michael Spink 
10/10/2012 DELETE- DUPLICATE ENTRY 
10/12/2012 AmendednOrder Setting Pretrial Conference/trial 
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10 1212012 
Heanng result for Trial scheduled on 12/13/2012 10:00 AM: 
I Contmued 
101 212012 
Hearing result for Pretrial Conference scheduled on 12/05/2012 
1 08:30AM: Continued 
10/12/2012 Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference 03/06/2013 08:30AM) 
10/12/2012 Hearing Scheduled (Trial 03/14/2013 10:00 AM) 
10/12/2012 Amerititle, Inc.'s Motion For Summary Judgment 
1011212012 Stewart Title Guaranty Company's Motion For Summary Judgment 
1011212012 Memorandum In Support Of Amerititle, Inc.'s Motion For Summary Judgment 
1011212012 Memorandum In Support Of Stewart Title Guaranty Company's Mot1on For Summary Judgment 
10/12/2012 Affidavit Of Megan Burnside Ker 
10/12/2012 Supplemental Affidavit Of John Holt 
Notice Of Hearing On Motions For Summary Judgment 
1011212012 11/14/2012@ 9:00AM RE: Amerititle, Inc.'s Motion For Summary Judgment And Stewart Title Guaranty Company's 
Motion For Summary Judgment 
1012212012 Defendant's- Amended Notice of Hearing on Motions for Summary Judgment 
11/20/2012 Stipulation for Dismissal of Plaintiff Snake River Funding, Inc. 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 11/28/2012 09:00AM: 
1112812012 District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: Karen Konvalinka Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Motion 
to Dismiss 50 pages Richard Andrus 208-388-1000 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Motion Hearing elate: 11/28/2012 
Time: 9:02am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes Clerk: 
11/28/2012 Lettie Messick Tape Number: 5 Party: Amerititle Company, 
Attorney: Michael Spink Party: Snake River Funding, LLC, 
Attorney: G. Nalder 
12103 ,2012 Hearing_ Scheduled (Motion 12/19/2012 08:30AM) Amend 1 Complamt 
12/04/2012 Order Dismissing Plaintiff Snake River Funding, Inc. 
12/06/2012 Plaintiff's Motion To File Third Amended Complaint 
1210612012 Memorandum In Support Of Plaintiff's Motion To Amend Complamt 
12/06/2012 Affidavit In Support Of Motion ToFile Third Amended Complaint 
1210612012 Response In Opposition To Defendants' Motions For Summary Judgment 
1210612012 Affidavit In Support Of Response In Opposition To Defendants' Mot1ons For Summary Judgment 
12106 .2012 Plaintiffs Motion To Continue Or Alternative Motion To Allow 1 Filing Of Affidavit And Responsive Brief 
Affidavit Of Stephen D. Hall In Support Of Motion To Continue Or 
12/06/2012 Alternative Motion To Allow Filing Of Affidavit And Responsive 
Brief 
12/06/2012 Plaintiff's Motion To Shorten Time 
1210612012 Notice Of Hearing - 12/19/2012@ 8:30AM RE: Motion To File Th1rd Amend Complaint 
Notice Of Hearing 12/12/2012@ 9:00AM RE: Motion To 
12/06/2012 Shorten Time And Motion To Continue Or Alternative Motion To 
Allow Filing Of Affidavit And Responsive Brief 
Reply in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment and 
12/11/2012 Objection to Motion to File Third Amended Complaint 
(Amerititle) 
1211112012 Reply ln Support of Motion for Summary Judgment and 
· Objection to Motion to File Third Amended Complaint (Stewart) 
Affidavit of Richard H. Andrus in Support of Response to DAFCO 
LLC's Motions to (1) Continue, (2) Allow Filing of Affidavit and 
12/11/2012 Response Brief, and (3) Shorten Time; and Memorandum in 
Support of Defendants' Motion to Strike Affidavit and Resonse 
Brief 
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Response to DAFCO LLC's Motions to (1) Continue, (:L) Aiiow 
1211112012 Filing of Affidavit and Response Brief, and (3) Shorten Time; And Memorandum in Support of Defendants' Motions to Strike 
Affidavit and Resonse Brief 
1211112012 Motion to Strike Affidavit in Support of Response in Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment 
1211112012 Motion to Strike Response in Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment 
Notice of Hearing on Motion to Strike Response in Opposition to 
1211112012 Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment, and on Motion to Strike Affidavit in Support of Response in Opposition to 
Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 12/12/2012 09:00AM: 
1211212012 District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: Karen Konvalinka Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: 
Summary Judgment 50 pages Richard Andrus 208-388-1000 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Motion Hearing date: 12/12/2012 
Time: 9:00am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes Clerk: 
1211212012 Lettie Messick Tape Number: Party: Amerititle Company, Attorney: Michael Spink Party: D.A.F.C.O., LLC, Attorney: 
Stephen Hall Party: Stewart Title Guaranty Company, Attorney· 
Michael Spink 
12/24/2012 Final Judgment 
1212412012 Hearing result for Trial scheduled on 03/14/2013 10:00 AM: Heanng Vacated 
1212412012 Hearing result for Pretrial Conference scheduled on 03/06/2013 08:30AM: Hearing Vacated 208-388-1000 Richard Andrus 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 12/19/2012 08:30AM: 
12/24/2012 Hearing Vacated Amend Complaint Richard Andrus 
208-388-1000 
Order ( 1) Denying Dafcot LLC's Motion to File Third Amended 
COmplaint; (2) Granting Stewart Title Guaranty Company's 
12/24/2012 Motion to for Summary Judgment; (3) Granting Amerititle, 
Inc.'s Motion for Summary Judgment; and (4) Dismissing Dafco 
LLC's Clims with Prejudice 
Connection: Public 
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Michael T. Spink, ISB No. 2201 
Richard R Andrus, ISB No. 7171 
SPINK BUTLER, LLP 
251 E. Front Street, Suite 200 
Boise, ID 83702 
P.O. Box 639 
Boise, ID 83701 
Telephone: 208/388-1000 
Facsimile: 208/388-1001 
#2llll.52 
Attorneys for Stewmt Title Guaranty 
Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. 
' I 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC., 
Plaintiff/ Appellant, 
vs. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., 
Defendants/Respondents. 
) 
) 
) Case No. CV-10-280 
) 
) REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL RECORD 
) AND TRANSCRIPTS 
) 
) 
) 
) 
TO: THE ABOVE-NAMED APPELLANT, DAFCO LLC., AND THE PARTY'S 
ATTORNEYS, Stephen D. Hall and Nathan M. Olsen of Peterson, Moss, Hall & Olsen, 
485 E Street, Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402, AND THE CLERK AND REPORTER OF THE 
ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Respondents, Stewart Title Guaranty Company 
and AmeriTitle, Inc., in the above-entitled proceeding hereby request pursuant to Rules 19 and 
28, I.A.R., the inclusion of the following material in the reporter's transcript and clerk's record in 
addition to that required to be included by the I.A.R. and the Notice of AppeaL Any additional 
transcript is to be provided in [X] hard copy [ ] electronic format [ ] both. 
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL RECORD AND TRANSCRIPTS - 1 70~ 
1. Reporter's Transcripts: 
a. Hearing in the above-captioned matter held on November 28, 2012. 
b. Hearing in the above-captioned matter held on October 10, 2012. 
c. Hearing in the above-captioned matter held on September 6, 2012. 
d. Hearing in the above-captioned matter held on August 8, 2012. 
2. Clerk's Record: 
a. See attached Exhibit A (highlighted and starred documents). 
3. I certify a copy of this Request for Additional Record and Transcripts has been 
served on each court reporter of whom a transcript is requested as named below at the addresses 
set out below, and that the estimated number of additional pages being requested is 200: 
a. Name and Address: Karen S. Konvalinka, Court Reporter, Bonneville 
County Courthouse, 605 N. Capital A venue, Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
4. I further certify a copy of this Request for Additional Record and Transcripts has 
been served on the Clerk of the District Court and upon all parties required to be served pursuant 
to Rule 20, I.A.R. 
DATED this 13th day of February 2013. 
SPINK BUTLER, LLP 
By: J2 ·\ ~ .6 J.-.--J 
Richard H. Andrus 
Attorneys for Stewart Title Guaranty 
Company and AmeriTitle, Inc. 
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL RECORD AND TRANSCRIPTS - 2 704 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 13th day of February 2013, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the above REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL RECORD AND TRANSCRIPTS to be 
served upon the following individuals in the manner indicated below: 
Stephen D. Hall 
Nathan M. Olsen 
Peterson, Moss, Hall & Olsen 
485 E Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facsimile: 208/524-3391 
Bonneville County Clerk of the District Court 
Bonneville County Courthouse 
605 N. Capital A venue 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facsimile: 208/529-1300 
Karen S. Konvalinka, Court Reporter 
Bonneville County Courthouse 
605 N. Capital A venue 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
U.S. Mail 
Hand-Delivery by Courier 
Federal Express 
[X] Via Facsimile 
[X] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand-Delivery by Courier 
[ ] Federal Express 
[ ] Via Facsimile 
[X] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand-Delivery by Courier 
[ ] Federal Express 
[ ] Via Facsimile 
Richard H. Andrus 
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL RECORD AND TRANSCRIPTS - 3 
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Case Number Result Page 
Bonneville 
1 Cases Found. 
Snake River Funding, LLC, eta I. vs. Stewart Title Guaranty Company, etal. 
Dane H 
Case:CV-2010-0000280-0CDistrict Filed: 01/15/2010 Subtype: COit~er 
a1ms Judge: Watkins Status: Pending Jr 
Defendants:Amerititle Company Does 1-10, Stewart Title Guaranty Company 
Plaintiffs: D.A.F.C.O., LLC Snake River Funding, LLC 
Register Date 
of 
actions: 
01/15/2010 Summons Issued 
,;A, 01/15/2010 New Case Filed~Other Claims - COM'{>l6.\n-\ 
01115 ,2010 Plaintiff: D.A.F.C.O., LLC Notice Of Appearance David A. 1 Johnson 
Filing: A - All initial civil case filings of any type not listed in 
categories B-H, or the other A listings below Paid by: Johnson, 
01/15/2010 David A. (attorney for Snake River Funding, Lie,) Receipt 
number: 0002369 Dated: 1/19/2010 Amount: $88.00 (Check) 
For: Snake River Funding, Lie, (plaintiff) 
0111512010 Plaintiff: Snake River Funding, Lie, Notice Of Appearance David A. Johnson 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any File Or Record 
01/22/2010 By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: Beard St. Clair Receipt 
number: 0003162 Dated: 1/22/2010 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
0211212010 Affidavit of Service - by US Mail 2/10/2010 Stewart Title Guaranty Company 
Filing: I1 - Initial Appearance by persons other than the 
plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Spink, Michael T (attorney for 
03/02/2010 Stewart Title Guaranty Company) Receipt number: 0010063 
Dated: 3/3/2010 Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: Stewart Title 
Guaranty Company (defendant) 
0310312010 Defendant: Stewart Title Guaranty Company Notice Of Appearance Michael T Spink and Richard H. Andrus 
""" 03/15/2010 Answer 
04/09/2010 Stipulation to Amend Complaint 
04/15/2010 Order Allowing Amended Complaint 
~ 04/29/2010 Amended Complaint Filed 
* 05/17/2010 Answer 
0610212010 Notice Of Service (Defendant's 1st Set of Interrogatories and Request for Production of Documents) 
Notice Of Service (Answers to Plaintiff's 1st Set of Requests for 
07/26/2010 Production of Documents and Plaintiff's 1st Set of 
Interrogatories) 
08/11/2010 Order for Status Conference 
08/11/2010 Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference 09/30/2010 08:45AM) 
09/21/2010 Motion for Summary Judgment 
~ 09/21/2010 Plaintiff's Memorandum in Support of Summary Judgment 
09/21/2010 Affidavit of Darin Hebdon 
09/21/2010 Affidavit of Chris Archibald 
09/21/2010 Request for Judicial Notice 
0912312010 Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/16/2010 08:15AM) Summary Judgment 
0912712010 Notice Of Hearing Re: Motion for Summary Judgment (12/16 
· /10@8:15AM) 
Hearing result for Status Conference held on 09/30/2010 08:45 
0913012010 AM: District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: Karen Konvalinka Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
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estimated: 50 pages 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Status Conference Hearing date: 
10/01/2010 9/30/2010 Time: 8:45am Courtroom: Court reporter: Karen 
Konvalinka Minutes Clerk: Lettie Messick Tape Number: 
10/04/2010 Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference 03/16/2011 08:45AM) 
10/04/2010 Hearing Scheduled (Trial 03/22/2011 10:00 AM) 
10/04/2010 Order Setting Pretrial Conference/trial 
10/04/2010 Order Referring Case to Mediation 
1210112010 Response Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary Judgment (fax) 
1210112010 Affidavit of John Holt in Response to Motion for Summary Judgment (fax) 
1210112010 Affidavit of Richard H. Andrus in Response to Motion for 
· Summary Judgment (fax) 
1210212010 Hearing result for Motion held on 12/16/2010 08:15AM· Continued Summary Judgment 
1210212010 Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/11/2011 08:30AM) Summary Judgment 
1210212010 Affidavit of John Holt in Response to Motion for Summary Judgment 
1210212010 Response Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary Judgment 
1210212010 Affidavit of Richard H. Andrus in Response to Motion for Summary Judgment 
12/03/2010 Judge Change (batch process) 
1212112010 Plaintiff's Reply Memorandum in Support of Summary 
-.l\; Judgment 
12/21/2010 Affidavit of Darin Hebdon 
12/21/2010 Affidavit of David Patterson 
12/21/2010 Motion to Strike Affidavit of John Holt (Partial) 
12/21/2010 Second Request for Judicial Notice 
Notice Of Service - First Set Of Interrogatories To Plaintiffs And 
12/21/2010 Defendant Stewart Title guaranty company's First Set Of 
Requests For Production Of Documents 
12/22/2010 Plaintiffs' Disclosure Of Expert 
12/23/2010 Response to Motion to Strike Affidavit of John Holt (Partial) 
1212312010 Motion to Strike Affidavit of David Patterson, Affidavit of Darin Hebdon (Second), and Second Request for Judicial Notice 
Motion for Order Shortening Time on Motion to Stirke Affidavit 
12/23/2010 of David Patterson, Affidavit of Darin Hebdon (Second), and 
Second Request for Judical Notice 
Affidavit of Richard H. Andrus in Support of Motion for Order 
1212312010 Shortening Time on Motion to Strike Affidavit of David Patterson, Affidavit of Darin Hebdon (Second), and Second 
Request for Judical Notice 
Motion To Shorten Time & Motion To Consider Affidavits Of 
12/23/2010 David Patterson And Darin Hebdon And Response To 
Defendants' Motion To Strike 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Motion Hearing date: 1/4/2011 
Time: 8:50am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes Clerk: 
0110412011 Lettie Messick Tape Number: Party: D.A.F.C.O., LLC, Attorney: David Johnson Party: Snake River Funding, LLC, Attorney: 
David Johnson Party: Stewart Title Guaranty Company, 
Attorney: Michael Spink 
Hearing result for Motion held on 01/04/2011 09:00AM: 
01/04/2011 Hearing Held Summary Judgment Richard Andrus will appear 
by telephone ( ct initiate call) Motion to Strike (2 aff) 
01/19/2011 Memorandum Decision Re: Motion for Summary Judgment 
0111912011 Judgment Re: Motions to Strike and Motion for Summary Judgment 
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01/26/2011 Notice of Compliance 
0210312011 Hearing Scheduled (Motion 03/02/2011 09:00AM) Motion to 
DISmiSS 
0210712011 Motion to Dismiss Based on Court's Decision Re: Motion for Summary Judgment 
-¥ 0210712011 Memorandum in Support of Motion to Dismiss Based on Court's 
'1'\' Dec1s1on Re: Mot1on for Summary Judgment 
Notice Of Hearing Re: Motion to Dismiss Based on Court's 
02/07/2011 Decision Re: Motion for Summary Judgment (03/02 
/11@9:00AM) 
02/11/2011 Notice Of Hearing 3~2-11@ 9:00 a,m. 
'l% 02/11/2011 2nd Motion to Amend Complaint 
~ 
Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Based on 
02/16/2011 Court's Decision RE: Motion for Summary Judgment and Motion 
for Reconsideration 
02/16/2011 Notice Of Hearing 3-2-11@ 9:00a.m. 
Reply Memorandum In Support Of Motion To Dismiss And 
..( 02/22/2011 Response Memorandum In Opposition To Plaintiffs' Motion For 
Reconsideration (FAX) 
0212212011 Response Memorandum In Opposition To Plaintiffs' Motion For Second Amended Complaint (FAX) 
02/23/2011 Motion To Vacate Trial 
02/23/2011 Motion To Shorten Time On Motion To Vacate Trial 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Motion Hearing date: 3/1/2011 
Time: 9:30am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes Clerk: 
0310112011 Lettie Messick Tape Number: Party: D.A.F.C.O., LLC, Attorney: David Johnson Party· Snake River Funding, LLC, Attorney: 
David Johnson Party: Stewart Title Guaranty Company, 
Attorney: Michael Spink 
Hearing result for Motion held on 03/02/2011 09:00AM: 
District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: Karen Konvalinka 
03/01/2011 Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Motion 
to Dismiss (Spink or Richard Andrus 208-388-100) 2nd Motion 
to Amend 
...~)( 03/11/2011 2nd Amended Complaint Filed 
03/11/2011 Amended Summons Issued 
03/16/2011 Second Amended Summons 
0311812011 Hearing result for Trial held on 03/22/2011 10:00 AM: Hearing Vacated 
0311812011 Hearing result for Pretrial Conference held on 03/16/2011 08:45AM: Hearing Vacated 
~ 03/23/2011 Answer to 2nd Amended Complaint (fax) 
0312412011 Order Re: Plaintiffs' Motion for Reconsideration Platinffs' Motion to Amend Defendants' Motion to Dismiss 
0312412011 Affidavit of Service- 3-18-11 Amerititle Inc. by serving Stanley Thorpe 
0410412011 ~~~~ndkant: Amerititle Company Notice Of Appearance Michael 
0410412011 Defendant: Amerititle Company Notice Of Appearance Richard H Andrus 
Filing: I1 Initial Appearance by persons other than the 
plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Spink, Michael T (attorney for 
04/04/2011 Amerititle Company) Receipt number: 0015524 Dated: 
4/4/2011 Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: Amerititle Company 
(defendant) 
08/24/2011 Order for Status conference 
08/24/2011 Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference 09/07/2011 08:30AM) 
Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled on 09/07/2011 
0910712011 08:30AM: District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: Karen Konvalinka Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 50 pages 
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Minute Entry Hearing type: Status Conference Hearing date: 
9/7/2011 Time: 8:51am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes 
Clerk: Lettie Messick Tape Number: Party: Amerititle Company, 
09/07/2011 Attorney: Michael Spink Party: D.A.F.C.O., LLC, Attorney: 
David Johnson Party: Snake River Funding, LLC, Attorney: 
David Johnson Party: Stewart Title Guaranty Company, 
Attorney: Michael Spink 
09/12/2011 Order for Status conference 
09/12/2011 Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference 03/20/2012 08:30 AM) 
Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled on 03/20/2012 
0312012012 08:30AM: District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: Karen Konvalinka Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 50 pages 
03/20/2012 Order for Status Conference 
03/20/2012 Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference 08/08/2012 08:30AM) 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Status Conference Hearing date: 
8/8/2012 Time: 8:57am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes 
Clerk: Lettie Messick Tape Number: Party: Amerititle Company, 
08/08/2012 Attorney: Michael Spink Party: D.A.F.C.O., LLC, Attorney: 
David Johnson Party: Snake River Funding, LLC, Attorney: 
David Johnson Party: Stewart Title Guaranty Company, 
Attorney: Michael Spink 
Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled on 08/08/2012 
08/08/2012 08:30AM: District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: n/a 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: 
08/15/2012 Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference 12/05/2012 08:30AM) 
08/15/2012 Hearing Scheduled (Trial 12/13/2012 10:00 AM) 
08/16/2012 DELETE DUPLICATE ENTRY 
~ 08/16/2012 Order Setting Pretrial Conference/trial 
08/20/2012 Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/06/2012 08:30AM) Withdraw 
-X 08/20/2012 Plaintiff's Motion to Withdraw 
0812012012 Plaintiff's Notice Of Hearing 9-6-12@ 8:30a.m. {Motion to Withdraw} 
..,( 08/21/2012 Substitution of Counsel (Dafco LLC) (fax) 
~ 08/21/2012 Plaintiff: D.A.F.C.O., LLC Notice Of Appearance Stephen D. Hall 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 09/06/2012 08:30AM: 
0910612012 District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: Karen Konvalinka Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: 
Withdraw 50 pages 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Motion Hearing date: 9/6/2012 
Time: 8:30am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes Clerk: 
Lettie Messick Tape Number: Party: Amerititle Company, 
09/06/2012 Attorney: Michael Spink Party: D.A.F.C.O., LLC, Attorney: 
Stephen Hall Party: Snake River Funding, LLC, Attorney: David 
Johnson Party: Stewart Title Guaranty Company, Attorney: 
Michael Spink 
09/06/2012 Order for Status conference 
09/06/2012 Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference 10/10/2012 08:30AM) 
09/06/2012 Order Allowing Witdhrawal 
0911012012 Certificate Of Mailing RE: Order Allowing Withdrawal of Attorney 
09119 2012 
Plaintiff: Snake River Funding, LLC Notice Of Appearance G. 
I Lance Nalder 
0 / 20 2 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 11/28/2012 09:00AM) Motion to 
9120 1 Dismiss 
0912012012 
Motion For Dismissal Of Plaintiff Snake River Funding, Inc. As A 
Party Plamt1ff 
0912012012 Notice Of Hearing RE: Motion For Dismissal As A Party Plaintiff 11-28-12@ 9:00AM 
1010912012 Hearing Scheduled (Motion 11/08/2012 09:00AM) Summary 
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Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled on 10/10/2012 
011012012 08:30AM. District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: N/A 1 
· Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: 50 
pages 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Status Conference Hearing date: 
10/10/2012 Time: 8:33am Courtroom: Court reporter: 
Minutes Clerk: Lettie Messick Tape Number: Party: Amerititle 
10/10/2012 Company, Attorney: Michael Spink Party: D.A.F.C.O., LLC, 
Attorney: Stephen Hall Party: Snake River Funding, LLC, 
Attorney: G. Nalder Party: Stewart Title Guaranty Company, 
Attorney: Michael Spink 
10/10/2012 DELETE - DUPLICATE ENTRY 
10/12/2012 AmendednOrder Setting Pretrial Conference/trial 
1011212012 Hearing result for Trial scheduled on 12/13/2012 10:00 AM: Continued 
1011212012 Hearing result for Pretrial Conference scheduled on 12/05/2012 08:30AM: Continued 
10/12/2012 Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference 03/06/2013 08:30AM) 
10/12/2012 Hearing Scheduled (Trial 03/14/2013 10:00 AM) 
10/12/2012 Amerititle, Inc.'s Motion For Summary Judgment 
1011212012 Stewart Title Guaranty Company's Motion For Summary Judgment 
1011212012 Memorandum In Support Of Amerititle, Inc.'s Motion For Summary Judgment 
1011212012 Memorandum In Support Of Stewart Title Guaranty Company's Mot1on For Summary Judgment 
10/12/2012 Affidavit Of Megan Burnside Ker 
10/12/2012 Supplemental Affidavit Of John Holt 
Notice Of Hearing On Motions For Summary Judgment-
1011212012 11/14/2012@ 9:00AM RE: Amerititle, Inc.'s Motion For Summary Judgment And Stewart Title Guaranty Company's 
Motion For Summary Judgment 
1012212012 Defendant's- Amended Notice of Hearing on Motions for Summary Judgment 
11/20/2012 Stipulation for Dismissal of Plaintiff Snake River Funding, Inc. 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 11/28/2012 09:00AM: 
1112812012 District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: Karen Konvalinka Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Motion 
to Dismiss 50 pages Richard Andrus 208-388-1000 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Motion Hearing date: 11/28/2012 
Time: 9:02am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes Clerk: 
11/28/2012 Lettie Messick Tape Number: 5 Party: Amerititle Company, 
Attorney: Michael Spink Party: Snake River Funding, LLC, 
Attorney: G. Nalder 
1210312012 Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/19/2012 08:30AM) Amend Complaint 
12/04/2012 Order Dismissing Plaintiff Snake River Funding, Inc. 
12/06/2012 Plaintiff's Motion To File Third Amended Complaint 
1210612012 
Memorandum In Support Of Plaintiff's Motion To Amend 
Complaint 
12/06/2012 Affidavit In Support Of Motion ToFile Third Amended Complaint 
I I 2 
Response In Opposition To Defendants' Motions For Summary 
12 06 201 Judgment 
1 
I 6120 2 Affidavit In Support Of Response In Opposition To Defendants' 2 0 1 Motions For Summary Judgment 
1 I 61 12 Plaintiff's Motion To Continue Or Alternative Motion To Allow 2 0 2° Filing Of Affidavit And Responsive Bnef 
Affidavit Of Stephen D. Hall In Support Of Motion To Continue 
12/06/2012 Or Alternative Motion To Allow Filing Of Affidavit And 
Responsive Brief 
12/06/2012 Plaintiff's Motion To Shorten Time 711 
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2106120 2 
Notice Of Hearing- 12/19/2012@ 8:30AM RE: Motion To File 1 1 Third Amend Complaint 
Notice Of Hearing - 12/12/2012 @ 9:00AM RE: Motion To 
12/06/2012 Shorten Time And Motion To Continue Or Alternative Motion To 
Allow Filing Of Affidavit And Responsive Brief 
Reply in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment and 
12/11/2012 Objection to Motion to File Third Amended Complaint 
(Amerititle) 
1211112012 Reply in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment and Objection to Motion to File Third Amended Complaint (Stewart) 
Affidavit of Richard H. Andrus in Support of Response to DAFCO 
LLC's Motions to (1) Continue, (2) Allow Filing of Affidavit and 
12/11/2012 Response Brief, and (3) Shorten Time; and Memorandum in 
Support of Defendants' Motion to Strike Affidavit and Resonse 
Brief 
Response to DAFCO LLC's Motions to (1) Continue, (2) Allow 
1211112012 Filing of Affidavit and Response Brief, and (3) Shorten Time; And Memorandum in Support of Defendants' Motions to Strike 
Affidavit and Resonse Brief 
1211112012 Motion to Strike Affidavit in Support of Response in Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment 
1211112012 Motion to Strike Response in Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment 
Notice of Hearing on Motion to Strike Response in Opposition to 
1211112012 Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment, and on Motion to Stnke Aff1dav1t m Support of Response 1n Opposition to 
Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 12/12/2012 09:00AM. 
1211212012 District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: Karen Konvalinka Number of Transcript Pages forth is hearing estimated: 
Summary Judgment 50 pages Richard Andrus 208-388-1000 
Minute Entry Hearing type: Motion Hearing date: 12/12/2012 
Time: 9:00am Courtroom: Court reporter: Minutes Clerk: 
1211212012 Lettie Messick Tape Number: Party: Amerititle Company, 
' Attorney: Michael Spink Party: D.A.F.C.O., LLC, Attorney: 
Stephen Hall Party: Stewart Title Guaranty Company, Attorney: 
Michael Spink 
12/24/2012 Final Judgment 
1212412012 Hearing result for Trial scheduled on 03/14/2013 10:00 AM: Heanng Vacated 
1212412012 Hearing result for Pretrial Conference scheduled on 03/06/2013 08:30AM: Hearing Vacated 208-388-1000 Richard Andrus 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 12/19/2012 08:30AM: 
12/24/2012 Hearing Vacated Amend Complaint Richard Andrus 
208-388-1000 
Order (1) Denying Dafcot LLC's Motion to File Third Amended 
COmplaint; (2) Granting Stewart Title Guaranty Company's 
12/24/2012 Motion to for Summary Judgment; (3) Granting Amerititle, 
Inc.'s Motion for Summary Judgment; and (4) Dismissing Dafco 
LLC's Clims with Prejudice 
02/04/2013 Notice Of Appeal 
Filing: L4 - Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal to Supreme 
0210412013 Court Paid by: Hall, Stephen D. (attorney for D.A.F.C.O., LLC) Receipt number: 0005600 Dated: 2/5/2013 Amount: $109.00 
(Check) For: D.A.F.C.O., LLC (plaintiff) 
Connection. Public 
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KAREN KON V ALINKA, CSR 
Official Court Reporter 
Bonneville County Courthouse 
605 N. Capital 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
April 18, 2013 
Clerk of the Courts 
Idaho Supreme Court/Court of Appeals 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83 720-0101 
Re: Docket No. 40738-2013 
DAFCOLLC 
V. 
Stewart Title Guaranty, et al. 
(208) 529-1350 Ext 1329 
Be advised the Appeal transcript in the above-captioned case reflecting the 
following hearings has been lodged with the Clerk of Bonneville County. 
08/08/12 -Status Conference 
09/06/12-Motion to Withdraw 
1 Oil 0/12-Status Conference 
11/28/12-Motion to Dismiss 
12/12/12-Motion Hearing 
These were the only transcripts requested. 
Sincerely, 
Karen Konvalinka, CSR #319 
cc: District Court Clerk 
Pages 5- 17 
18-25 
26-37 
38-41 
43-94 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC., 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
vs. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., 
Defendant/ Appellant. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) 
County of Bonneville ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2010-280 
Docket No. 40738 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATION 
OF EXHIBITS 
I, Ronald Longmore, Clerk of the District Cout of the Seventh Judicial District of the State of 
Idaho, in and for the County of Bonneville, do hereby ce1iity that the foregoing Exhibits were marked for 
identification and offered in evidence, admitted, and used and considered by the Court in its det<mination 
No Exhibits Included. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the District Court 
0~1· this~ day of April, 2013. 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATION OF EXHIBITS- 1 
RONALD LONGMORE 
Clerk of the District Court 
Deputy Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC., 
Plaintiff/Resrxmdent, 
vs. 
STEW ART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., 
Defendant/ Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2010-280 
Docket No. 40738 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1ri!;}:-
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ;J-/ day of ,A:J)rf{ '20 13, I served a copy of the Repmier's 
Transcript (if requested) and the Clerk's Record in the Appeal to the Supreme Court in the above entitled 
cause upon the following attorneys: 
D.A.F.C.O., LLC 
Stephen D. Hall 
Peterson Moss Hall & Olsen 
485 E Street 
Idaho Falls, 10 83402 
Stewart Title Guaranty Company, Amerititle, Inc. 
Michael T. Spink 
Spink Butler, LLP 
P.O. Box 639 
251 E Front Street, Ste 200 
Boise, ID 83701 
by depositing a copy of each thereof in the United States mail, postage prepaid, i1am envelope addressed 
to said attorneys at the foregoing address, which is the last address of said attorneys known to me. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE- 1 
RONALD LONGMORE 
Clerk of the District Court 
By: ------------------------
Deputy Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
DAFCOLLC., 
PI ai nti ff/Respon dent, 
vs. 
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY, AMERITITLE, INC., 
Defendant/ Appellant. 
STATE OF IDAHO 
County of Bonneville 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2010-280 
Docket No. 40738 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
I, Ronald Longmore, Clerk of the District Court of the Seventh Judiial District of the State of 
Idaho, in and for the County of Bonneville, do hereby certifY that the above and foregoing Record in the 
above-entitled cause was compiled and bound under my direction and is a true, correct and complete 
Record of the pleading; and documents as are automatically required under Rule 28 of the Idaho Appellate 
Rules. 
I do further certify that all exhibits, offered or admitted in the abov-rentitled cause, will be duly 
lodged with the Clerk of the Supreme Court along with the CourtReporter's Transcript (if requested) and 
the Clerk's Record as required by Rule 31 of the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand affixed the seal of the District Court this 
;zq day of April, 2013. 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE-I 
RONALD LONGMORE 
Clerk of the District Court 
By: 
Deputy Clerk 
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